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■enftT 3 ^ in* vjgiio 

( c(lfi}|^ (cl'HHt ) 

3tfM^RF 

27 3T^T, 2004 

f&m: —iftrcf ^3 trtt ^1t^3TtTr§fn cR. f^r., ^ h ^ tjRts Wfqf % cFUtt tttt 

^ f$ i m< « rra x^ fi x r rm i 

1T 14/30/2002-tr^TT^.—'SR.'Of^rqr: 1995 4 7T2JRT#RR ^iHl^ecb £R*^ 

1975 3 ffT#»rrgo^ (tnfer eft or^fR, tjtt mddM 3 Tt^r 

^r- iw ct«tt arfcr RmRR) Rrr^ ^ 3 RRrt PtR^ ^ 27 3 frr, 2002 eft 3 rfSRpRr 

m 14/26/2002“# # T? # gRT f^RTRt cfr RRRT 22 ^ STcPfa R#Rd ‘J^fRTT 

^ 3 TPT#n cf>0 fero IRT WTTfef ^ $0 # ^ ft fteft, R-HII^ gRT RfftfcRT cfe tdM -CR 
oPTR ^ toM cf?r R£ Rm ^ftsn ^ ftt Rft ft I 


THf^rWrafr srt ^rr 3ttct^t ftt ^TRfto rrt ct?ft *r ^ftcrnr cftftqt ^tr^t ft ft 

3TC 3 £RT ftcJ7 cf>? ft 7jft ft | 3TcT: ftftR ft fftft^T vftRad WI W STT I 


2. ^ fftK ^TftSTT ft ^3TRT 27 3FRd, 2002 ft ftftgxHT ft 14/30/2002 ft ft T? ft 

ftHRJcd? ftftftR, 1975 $ 3R2TPT 85 ft 3TdftT 3fft ^neft ftd ^RRRd 

3T2M cT^t ft Rftfcld ftg - ftfts ftRft ft 3TFTRT ft Hlftf ft ^9 eft ftft ft fftift RfRffe; 
ftftfft ft 7 f^R«R, 2001 ft HRcT ft WR, 3RTRTR u T ft WT I I ft 5R5TRRT 3Rft 3if^PT 

rrt ftftmftf ft ^ Rraft Rr^Torr sit fft: 

(i) ftft W<T\KI, ftTR^TT d u RI^, vTPTR ^ WFeTF^T ^ ‘HRd MfcRT ^ 

tdM cf5T iJe?T RR? STcrf^r ^RR WTRI ^ ^ 7FR t I 

(i) 


1392 GI/2004 
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(ii) RRftfti MftT ftl cjKrlfM sftft ft t ftk Rl RRTlIftR ftft fttft RT 7RRT ft 1 

(iii) rf arffr ft? vshr4I jurm, ftlfM rre*i, wit? M «iHe|ift!i ft g<? ftM snMf ft 

RTRT fft ft I 

3. fftffte MftRTft ft v-iM^cKI Plbchtjl eft 3TTETR R cfM 7RRH ft TR? ft s!MMd ft URlRld 

2 RRlft, 2002 ftt ftSRjRTT ft. 1/2002 #ITf^ £RT ^JeR eHTRJT RIT SJTI 

4. ftTTT ft? R-K R?T ^T^Tr ft ’Mft ^SIRTT <tcRt ^MRejHT R0 feTO, 414 uMdldl d u Klvi 4 ft 

ddcj? sfRT fftd RT ?ft Iftftd'l ft Rift ft ftldl^eR cIRr (Hlfftd cRt£3Tt ftt h^M, 7RT R oPTTC* RJ 
MlddM ^eR RT 3TTReT?, W6 u I M Sift fftftM) ftRRTeft 1995 ft fftRT 22 ft 3RJ7TR T[R 
TPftm fft? Rift cfTT RjM fftR SIT ftft Rlftte MftRTft 4 ?R? ft 7TRR? ft HFT I ftR| ft 
HRlfM 7 ffti^R, 2001 ftt 3Tf^xHJ TtO 67/1/2000 - 41 ^ s[RT 27 3TRI7T, 2002 ftt 

TTftm ^j eft sfr 3fft ftM ^3TMT Ml ^STtR^? ro feTO, ft? vjHcJift J|URM gRT ftHRjeR 
ftfM ftftfftRT 1975 ft 3T5^1 ft 3TQRT 85 ft Mft? Gift Reft ft? ftM MM ft 

Tfft fftftft eft TlftSTT ft 4 dR Riel? TTO 5 ft vi feel Rad yiRl ft? TlfcT fftdlO e)^ k{Ri>? 
MM ft 3 tfiM ft ?f? 5 ?? ft Mr Mr ft ?tt A MfM siTRer? Rft ftt RiriRsi eft sfr i 

5. ^tM 3TRTR, #n^ ftM (ftfftl REpf eft 4£R4 ( ?? R ePTTR R MlddM ^eR cfTT 
3TTReI?, RRR RT Ml fftftRT) fMRIeft 1995 ft fM? 22 ^ ^T fM? 27 ft 3 tMcI TI^xT 

cr cfMr ^ fMfc M^cfjRl ft' \^h4cki h Run ft afR fftrM 2 ^Hci^, 2002 

ftt fTlftl 3TRRJePTT TTO 1/2002 MtRJc^T IMr cfM ft M^dld ft^ iWW A fftM fM 
sit Rfe MM ^RT 73RxT Ml§TT3ll cR #p ftRd fM clef? ^TRT ^ 3FRITcT 47ft R 
MM ^OFRTT ftRl id ft 4 1 fto leTO, ■ftd viRellft J I U KI^4 s£RT el >5 4dRft ft RMdl R 

ftft HlCd^ft ^ecfl R§ e1 J lldl RTRTT ft ^IRSIT ftt M ft fft HR?! ^ 3TTTO Rft -cr 

ftM ^3RTT Ml /pftlftft ftO fefO M RRITft RRRHI ^RT Rdlfcfd ft? ftM MM 3 RtfM 
^JeftRT ft ftR RTeFT ftO 5 ^ ftftffM ftft ftR M fftnTO M ftM MM ft 3 TRlM RT 
q|^I ijc^I ft M 3TR ftl R R 3#TJRE ft. 110/2002-ftHRjed> ft ftftj ftMfeld ^ecfT ftl 
ftft ftl nrft ft stgrtM ftft i 

6 . fftfM MM srt ^rt Mlaift ^ Mr ft r^rt wftft ftl Ri r R ^t ft htM 

ft 31141 deb ftt ftrrft ^ 3 TRTT Mft ^ 3 TFTfthr fto feTO ftft Rfftl WIRT ft HReT ft ft? ftft? 
MM ft Mr 3 trrt 1 r ei 4 i i 41 M ftl ftft rf *54711? ttri Mlsn Mr rM ftl m% ft 
R?ft ftg .trrcM ftftn M %5 | 

7. RfftRTft ft Hied ft ftl Pi4dlc|efl ft fftRT 22 ft 3FJRR ft fttftl vi dd dR ftnft 53 TRTT Ml 
5^i 4 l?id RO feTO ftftr vjidcndl RTWT (fftft ^rft ^flft RR ftftfft? ftqftf rrt RIT ft) ft 7 
fftrRR 2001 ftl 3lfft^ddi fto 67/1/2000 ftl fftR Ml^T ^ fft? ^fjft cbT ?R SFjftsi R 7 T 
g3TI sir I !RT ftft ft RR RTR fftR sn fft RTRT Mfftd vJ'dTIR ft ftftR ft eTPJ Mlddftftt vTHlft 
ft 3TRlftl? ftft RRIlft RRRR ft fftftf fftftcTR \JdddR ft ftl^ ftftR M tl ^Rlft 3TRTR, Rift 
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^ ^ ^cu sn Pf qqP T^cf wq 3&fih q> PRh Rqpq ^qrq q>T PqPi ^ t i 
P qsm ^IT RtPm #Pt *j<mi<w* mi q^jq m«q qP wm qP sft PR q mM 

f^TFfT^ t q> Pm 22 P »i q> 3T^TR ^ ^ q^P <P PfPRT cp fRq 

WI I 


8. cjpHH TTPRh P ^llPief \3<Miq q€t ^ PP *JcT ^rNT PP SRpT cfe qPT5 t^^TT I 

9 . 3 ^Tpm^t P ^‘pRlPm »# PR W ^cZJcTW P " 3 mP qP R mPRT TOF> 
Slfc l Rckl TOHMcfl pf P^ft sift | Pncfecp P JR-liqpl qP «l<Si4l TOP WI# P> ’fm 5R^cT Pm 

sir I qrPmrP P wr P fP^m P ypuHisf sp» mpt toP toP ^i J P ^ P*R 
^^nmn Pm sn PR RqPrq fpqRm P hRtoI qP mq P fPq PRi Pm sn ! 

10. ^]P> ^r m if erfP PPP qrrq mRuuP qP toPsh qRp Pq, qPf mfPq ^ m sq 

^rPten 4 >cjei qm P fPProi m RPPq % i 

11. -qm qP m 3 i ter, 2002 P 28 qmP, 2003 m qP arqPr suRioi t l 

12. qrPmP P Pm ^qptfi qP ^strt qRp ^ (PPm P?r P qrPmM qP PRmRq> 

% ^Pr?r Pm STT PR m 3 TqP (STSpcT 1 Pw, 2002 % 28 mqR, 2003 cPT>) qP 

P 40 PP P to fcfP^cT P mP PmRr P smci mPr ^ P Pms qsmRr qP 

3Tcrr qm P^t stt i ^ ^ mPm^t ^ 27 m, 2003 ^Pr ^Pra m ^rPr^ P 
^ q^Rr cpr 4 Pm ^q % m^r P^q m m *r f^rRi ^ ^ ^ 

qm Pm 1 arqR Pm q^cr qRt qrRt q^Pt q^r mi ^ ^ 

Prf^q P TRgq m^r qq Pm mn sq Pr% qrqp mi q^f m f^n w sn I 

13. qrPm^ % PtPm Rqq^ qmRi P 3T^tq qq ^ mi ^ P ^OTtqPrq 
3RT qrRt >Hijv^P t q r q^f Pm 6(7) P 3 Tjm wP few qsmRr cfi x^w® miRr I 

14 . ‘ qTPmt ^ ^ ■g 3 TRq ^srpqRfq, ^Pr qmPt tom ^rt q^r 3 rm# m 
qq mrmr Pmi 

15 vjM^c^ T qmRtRt pRRft P 3 T^m ^T Mtq qpRFTl Piq pRTfPq ^iq^ijcf) ^T 9 zft/ 3 TTqR 
qp 9/12/03 qq 3/3/2004 qP W q^qqR qP Pm sfR viH^P Rqq R qm f^qPTOt TO 
qfq qpRFrt P P PrPm qq R PpqR Pm toit % i 

16 . xxxx srPRjmn R pqq^ qRt mi P^PRi mero to tr^ct qp toP ^tott m m 
-cjeid i % PR qrPmR P PmRTjqR qR PqPRi mr P I 
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^3. vjcmic; 


17. ETfftElft ft ?JR Rdft ft cte ^Rl^ tdft ft RE ft ESTT fftftRd f^xjKl^ft^T v5cM!'< ft cfftE Eft 
Rfft EE fftfa fftET ft I fftftt ffEE^ E5T £RT WET ET^ sfH fftERlfttE WTTE ET Eftf Eft 

Eftt fftfT EET ft, ETHee^ fttE ERft ft fft *ijipcicr?ic^xlT sfRT RdllRd T'Ri^ «tE^t Pl^HIj'MK, 
ftft ft 3TRTrfcET cfe ftftR tcftt ft WT^" % 

18. Eft SIR ft TSft EffftEEft W HE# f fft ftFpT RTE ft fftERlftE WEE 

ftlHI^JeE) ftfftR 3 #RtW ft 3TSJTE 85 ft 3fcfftd fttERJcET ftjftR 8507 ft 3tdftcT EfttR'TfttE 
^Ricj, fts f^ftR ft i ft ftcRft #HT^ecE £Hr 3tHiHrth 3ftftE ftxi i EE? ft 

W ft eHeT ft 3fH fttERfeE) ftRR 3TfftfftEE FEfttft TRRT 8507.10 EE 8507.20 ft atcftE 
^ftfcfET f I fttHR[cET EftfERE ftER EfftfcTET ft 3fR yfN ft ftE ET ETWEE'S] Eft ft I 

wfrft ft Her 

19. Eft ftlT7 TlftteTT Eft ^wiid ft E¥Eld TIM Eft[ ^eftn ft fclEK ^E EEEE fftcRE ft WE 

cTcje crft wfr R^uil ee ftrr ft ttkHt ft feu eet ft fttr ^ erje fftET eet f i 

20. rj; Her Eftten cfft eft erT ETcft ftEfftEi fftftft fftERfttE wee ee Pi^ild fftET ft 

3TeFT-8TeFT ftft Eft 3TeFT-3ToFT HRe? WR ft 3lft ftft (ftft) ft ^ 3TEft-3TEft WTHE ?JcE 
t I WITER ft ETET fftET ft j% wft ^JeT RRT 3TEfft ft ftEE fftftt 4ft HTR EE ReR ^ft fcBRTT ftl 
Wt cFE fcFT ft Tfft^r RFT 3ETfa c^ ^RfT 4ft fft^ft ^TR cR H>^T t I R pi facb 

qcfT ftft 3TcE| HRTW 3ERT WTRJ 4JR[ t 3fR Hrt ^R EfWTttft eETWT t, WT ^J^TcE 

Hto? wt eft cer^t qf Her gMf^R Hrafa eftr wtt^e get Hrnfa wt q# 

^T WkTI t ! 

21. RETFT eft HrjHeE (WTpft) 3fR ^#T OTT^t ¥RM eft eft Hr WH 4j^T SToFE 

3Tem f cRftfftT ^Eft 3TW-2 ^ft ft f 3fR <M ft^ft cET 3EEE WT 4JRT t I WRW ft, ftH 
WcTT^t WRTW, cftlRiji FfM, RETPT 3fR iFTcTlft?! eft fcR^ TTERt^ft RRI eft cERR RETET eft 
RETtcT^ T7 ft ft 3TerHre ^FE eETETr RT W t I 

22. HrRT?Ht WTR cET fftftfcT Rftr cTfft WElft ft ^ eft F ftt ^TfftcET ft RjfftR fcE^TT 

f E ft W JETTHeT fftw f fcE WET fftseft RRT STcrfft ft ft^E ETef RT fftftcT tftm t 3fF E ft 
W 5RTHET fftET f fft xjftftf Rft Rerfft ft fftft -ft Rft WIKcb/ f ftft cEE ft ftftftr f I 
ERW ft, oqiHift ft Hwofl RRT 3lftft ft HTcT W\ I'l ji-i iftflT ^1 ftH W WT ftft <ScM l e^ch ft 
wfftcT f ftRfft fft^ftt RTE 3Tftft ft HTcT fft ft d fftw an I 

23. fftw 22 ft 3Tdftd Rd1l<cb ftft fftftddo Rftj cET qftE TRE ft TEST fft^T EET f I 3EE EE 
Eft Eft Rdf RT TTRdT fft EETTER ftfr fftftrEE ^TR EE 3Tft TFRTE ft I fftw ft WE ftr EE ftftf 
Rft ft ftft Rft fftET EET ft I ftt ER qel ft ftftftf ETEEftft RIR ft W ^E; fftlR ft EET ft 
fftmft dlfftcjEcfr-ft ft T<li| EE TfttRR ERft ft ETcE^E fft TIER ET^ EE ETEEEE ft RdTTEE Eft 
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ftm t i ftfe: 5 nf*r ?lw (t ft ^ ftqfa *r TOrfttft ^ ^ Reiter ^ft t r jtto ^ 
war ftftee M l Efolj l % cilimlW r <£ ftefa ft TOfT-TOFT WTftftt ?JocF> M TO^T ^TTfuH ^ 
f^Lh l Rg i eft t I ftw HIHdl ?ft cfr WT tfiftd S[M cqR'fft sfR ^WRcf? MH Hl-ft 
cfrr tot ^rtf ft^n vm tttot t I 

24. 'JTf TOft p ft VicMKch 3fR Plftdch cR Wd 3fft t 3fft Mcicp |[RT ftR M 
ftufa <ft vid-Kfo £RT ft?JT T RTT ftfa T THT TOT WTft[ ft ft Wt^cp ^ f^ Rft ^ ^T TOT 

TO^TTOT cFJfrt^ ftft ftftft ft TOTTO W <flft ft ftj^ TO ft ft?ft ftfa 3mf& 
if TfTcf TO ftft TOft ITft ftft ^cTOTOfftftW ft WT ftW ^ STT I 

25. wft qilftTO WW 1RT "dlRsid ftt Fft ft cT^Tf^ iRdrqft TO BtR TO PR ^ ^ 

TTOrft ft? 4<|(TO l TOft TOTTO* gRT ^TftoT ftdT wt I TOR ftft TO^TO ft f^TT TOTTft 
^ MTOeft ft v3fR ft WT TO ^TOT ftf TO^pT ft^TT t TO ft ftft TO TTTftfTO ft? VHRM ft 
f^TT, 4Rcm ?FTOTT t ft IRI MR ft dJTO TO f^N ^T ft feR 

foffo g ft w ftrf ftftft ftlro? *ft t i 


26 . t^TT HI HA T ftrf ft TO 7 R ftft qiFqcpicp-ft Ptqldft ft ftTO ^ ft ?TTOd ^Pd PlH 
snsrftfttfcr11 

(eft ijffi^cpiq^-a'i, vidHiqcp pRH 22 3T^5TT3ff cpt ^1 d^t R^cf I 

(^) 4iR)cfrl<Wi cR^fTR RTR Mfe 3 fcfR M ^ ^ 3RFTT f^tcT ^JcR ^ 

cJTf ^RT cp'i 'd c f> , ?l I 

(tj) f^rtcT ^ ^?T ^T 3?tRT ^IdM ^JRT ^T ?ft ^T ^ ^ sidl'd ^JRI t^dlRd 

PRJT RT vMkTT t ! 

(W) W f^rfcT ^ cfTeft cfMt % ^ iJlf^chl Rft t 3f^ R f[ ^T 
P l ^JHT^ Pfa ^TT^cT ^Id^W tm%3> itrwq t I 

27. fimfcre> ^ M i rt ^t%ct ^ fen? w ferar t I 

28. vr|j-cf ^ feRr fc|x||Rci 3Rf§T ^H(cj^cH%cT ^ M6cl Vl-l'W 7 Rs 

3T^RP? HlHcff ^ f^RFf 23 ^> 3i?ptcT ^ f^RR 5 ^> STcT^T R#d RTR ^ feR 

f^rWft Rm 3Rf§r ^ wt ^ rrt 3Rf§r ^ sit i vJcqr^i ^rt 

eTStft RTcJ 3Rf& cf5T 3ftRlo4 ^RIT 3TTcTT ^RT^R CR vddlch 'HfcP^T ^T ^ 

WT^ ^ f^rafcT ^ RcR dlf^R f^T?rff^T ^ fcR[ 'JTT^t RRT 3Tcrf& Pl^lRd 

^5t vsmft t I eT^fr urirf 3Tcrf& ^ HFTeT ^ TO cf5t TOtft 3rf^cR RtTOR t 

ft) TO RTO 1TO TO^ ^ fcR? R^d4) TOT ^)T Pt^d R^fcTcT M TO 

TOkTT t PratcT eft R4t TOT ^ TTftftftcf? ^ TO)?ft i TO: RftTO& eft ^TF 
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cf^r r^r f% eft fT5 TTRT ftft f^T 3* ^ ^ 

Hlf^FT PTftfteT cfjft H 6 el Pieila ^ ^ ' 3 ^f ^ " i,l<< TTfl 

7 T? f^ ^rft eft 11 % fcftr ^ t i faqfa 

^ ^ ^ (s>) srfcnj^ nM *ft !>ftRi^H/*iH<ift (®) ^r 

M^retsf ^T JJe^T (it) <TF ^ fwRT TR 3)|ill<^ % 3FS #ft ^T 'tiHH ^ (s) 

ftr^cTT ^ sftn ft 4ftr fftft cRf ft stolen *TffcR*Rf> ftftr ftft crsft ftt 

fcf^T ^rr4 PT rrnr t I 

29. fPP cTTO Pt ^JxpTT ^ TOTSR P STOTTC TO TOS ™ P #TT TOTfi^ fp 4 
eTRTO GTpcRRTOT P cZfcT^R (T^T ^ Pt) Pt ijfcT TO* t Pft Rp^ ^PtR Pt TO ^ ^ 

3 fq^ ^t 4 cf^t PlFtlcR tjtj^ o$><i4 ^4 TOlP TOTRpR 4 Pp 4T TOR 14 R/^Rd'/^TT^T ^St 
5TRF Ri! 4 T|3TT RT | R14 R fd TO ^d<p P TOR RTRrTTR TOTIRpt p fcH^ TO 
^T gmchRt Pt P fp fProro 4 TO ^ 3 Pn4k TORtPr to^t fPr? 4 i 

P i Pgto to to^t ^ 3rPt srPrt t I 

30. fPPT ^ fpro rPTtot 4 r^ rP PPt t fP PrPto Pt 4P fPPT 

TOTTTOTO/fPpTOTO P TO^cT R# pR7 Tfif&T fpTOt TO TO TOT fpRT t 1 

31. Tpc^ RpTR 4 TO TO ^R: TORR TO TOft ferfuft 4, qipcpicpxll TO 

^xjn 3 fMPrT OT ^T 3 TTO ^ 3TTUR W TOT cfTt ^ TOT I 

v3^f4 TO 4t cfr^T 2TT f4> WTRT ^Jc^T T^T P^rf^T TO TT^TOR^TT P Rl^ld P 3^0^ 
prn TOT 3pfer t I TOR 3lP To 4T TOT t fp 4 TOTR TT^RTOTT P TOTO <4 TOT 
f ^TTfeR TOTRT ^JRT RT P??Rr TO 4 RTPcT TO TpcTT^t RpTOTnlt P 3TTTO R? 

Ptt tott rtTtR rt I 

32. TORT ^jeT RT PpRT ^cf 4 r P TOT f4P RT4 Pt 3TFRTTOT t Rp PiPd P 
PTO P TOT: TOT TOT c| l ^HI’ r d^ u l fpTO RT ^T t TO ^ ftm RpaTT Pt TOTOTORT P 
TOTRT PPRTO 3fR TOTOTTO TO TO-TO fpTO fpRT RRT R# 1 ? I P4 RfpTOTTOp TO 
TOTO TORTT % f4> PrIcTTO 3Tly RRTTRTO 4lRT Tl<?lTO2 4?tT 4 ^ 3ftY 3TcFT”2 4 toPto RtTR ^ 
TO TUTOR TJcR TOT PPTOT PrP P 4?T 4 Rp Pt 3TOTOTORT t ! 

33 . PtorPP tottr tot PraP toP toP totoP r P Ppro rtPttot 4 PPPrer t 
3 ?R R p RRp TOT TO TOlPd fpRT RRT % fP fpTcT RTR 3Rp P pRR TOpP TOR TOT 
f - Trotd Tp fpro t, R P TO TOTTpTR fpRT P fP ijppf RTR 3TRP P pRR fPP Rp 
PpRT P fPP tototo/PrPto TOT TOR Rp t I 

34 TTltProTTOrfr 4 ^RRT Pt 3TcRpTO PpPPcTT TOT RRTR feTRT P I RTPlTOTTOPr ^TR 
PP Rp ^r?P Pt dPPddl Pt #RT TOR TORN t fP TORN RpRTONTT P toton P tor 

4 TOJP 3FJpR RTRpR 3FJPP TO 3TTdlRd 4 I TOT RTON TOT RTReTT P4 Pt TOTO P 

toPtr rtr rnPr totoP t Pt rPtot RTON TOR fpp fpR 3pf TOI^pR RTR P 
Ripp Pt to%crt toP PT rt PT t l 

35 fpTORpR TOTO P pR P TOR 4 RTORR fPNR 4 fpRTJRN TORNI # :- 
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ft kth k T?ft if FTfkFftt f? ftf 4 t fk At^\ ftF k fkTTrrftF ffttf 

ftdl^ccb ft^R 3#to k 3RFRr 85 k 3 Tf4f ftFTCJcF* ftkb 8507 k 3RlkF FftFRftF 
3fld)Picii k? Ffks tftkr 1 % I 4 tftW ft HiTech ftkR 3rf4RmF k ftrrkF fkejftF 

ttfrif? k m k fRtf t 3kr ftFrejcF? ftft? srfkfkFF FFftk tr^tt 85Q7.io ff 8507.20 k 
3 Tf4f F#fF # I ftFRJPF clflcb^l F?FeT ftkfkF? t 3ftT ftF 4? 4 f FT FPFFFk Fft t ! “ 

36. 4FTT A ftFT t fk FRPjFF kFk kFef TR FFFk k TRTF 4 t fftTFF FTTF k fkftr 
fftn fft 1ftr fftrk fkF ffff Fifftr fkFcrT fft t I ft?t ff? tjrf k frR ff tot t, ftm 
fk F?ft k ftft 4 fkfke ^rrf^mn^t ^ttt ftft fft t, 5^5 k FRft 4 1 Tft mr ft fts 
Fffts tftM 1 TnfkoT t i 

fkkdft k f^FR 

37. RJ fftTT TTkftT k 3TTT*F ftk k W FF?FF fkrTF k TTFfkT fftFfftft FF? FTFT kft 

FftF k fcrnik f?t kaftF fftn fft 13lk Fk 4 tt 4 ^ ^f fkrr fft t I 

38 . ko ^3TRTT ftk 7J3TTFftF Fftft fcTO, 4k vjH4|c 51 Wf k ?TT fftF 4? JRMIdft k ft 

4 3TFR FTR M^a F?rk ft <^6i FFi FT ! <3^4? \jRTF 4 F? TTeeTTsT Ik^l FFT % fk Fftft 4 

ftF ft 3TFf4 k ^j4 fttf ft ktf fkkF Fft fkF f i 

39. mkk vicMicjcbf k frt 4 k 3 Tk% ^k k feR cft| srkchiRdi ^rft t ^ftfk kkdeb 

4T7T f4>^ Rfft 3Tj4?J k^cbiyl 4 \3H^<7d RT^RT kdl ^k kt Hi 4 1 efrk k W^TcT 14^ 4 I 

7TF ^FT ^ k sllcl^d t Ik mkk ^RTT^cft kt kk I jkw k RFbcn ^kffk 3TeFI-3TeFT 

R[kR kkfkr ^kr k k^er ikkFF> k fkr ^nrkFr k RFfk t i mkk wrrakt k 
kerkfk k ^ ^ fkR ^k tk^T t fk ^ wk ^tot kr htft k T^k ^ kt Rft kr, 
krak krk kr 4k ^prark k fkk k ^k k kcR sn i 

40. Rrkk ^dricrk k kkkfk k ^ \Jc4ri fkn t fk ^kk fkfe kkkt irt strwt 
fk^ t i^k k FTFck gtr IkiT 13ik frit fk fkkt 3rkk k ferp kF kt 3rkk F?k k 
kkfkr kf Rnkt 4t i FRkk v3TFT^kr k 4k F4> kt hh4 ftt vjckR^ Rft fk^n k ^rk kt 
3Tkk kcrer fkkt 3rkk k t I ^rrk RkRjR, ^ ?rk ^k: aw-HiRid t kR fr vjfjfcT 

k fkFkt Fft kt Fn Trkt 1 FR#F RTFRRft k TTSTRftkf Ffkfkfk k FTfkFFk FF GTR FTFJF 
k fkkt FRRTR 3RTFT 4t 3k FOTRT kt 3Tt7 ft SfTcftkd Fft IkFT t , kf ^ f^RR Fftm k 
FTFft 4 kFef fkWcf) 3TFf4 F7 ft 14 fR 3RTFT 3Tf44?T FRcTT 1.1 fkFF 5 3ftF IkqF 23 FF k^k 
3TFlkfkF7 t cRkfk 4 fkTF FF> WF 3RRTT TJF) FSJlkk TTft^TT F7 cTPJ ftk t I FF TTWT W 

RRPFT t fk RJ fklFF TTftSTT vRT k'ftdcb k leR 3RRT-3TcFT FTFF FTf^R f kkRd FRk k ft Rid 

k kt FTlft t, ft ft 3k FRR k 3TjftF 9(5) 3RRTT Mlddkft PlFft k fkFF 22 k 

3RTftf fkftRd ^fclt ft TJF FRFT % I FRTTF k, ^FT Fftk FF SFfkFF, ^ ft, 3rkftFT, ft^dl 

3ffc FTftel ftft FFft 4ft e[RT FT^FTF fkFT W TFT t I FTfttF 3'R'l^ft FRT RTFF ft Fft 
3TTftfF3k 3fR 3TFFft FF 4ft FF&ft FT Fft FFTF Fft F^FT ft FF^ft k 3RJTTTT ft | 

FTTftF FcFTFft FTTT fft FF F^TF FT? FTFFkft fkFft k 3TkF^ f I FTFftF fkf^F 
FlfkFFk vift 3k4fkFF FF F^ ^tF ftk k FFTF ftFT^ccb ftftj 3rfkfkFF k FTFFTFt k 3 Tf4f 
FRF f 3#T Fk FTFet ft ftxf FTFFTtft Rid ft k fkFF 22 k FTFFTFf k ftFT FRft ftft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


IPaktI—S ir. 1| 


41 . ffe i nMTT 3 Tfennm if mT mm fen SJT fe 3 fe mfe i mfe i mW man 

nmn fi? t l mnjH mifem mffer? fer i mmim # rnnfi mi w it fen, mni, iit 
itni $Kfe i fefe ?jmn fefe t I ffeidii i nm i n<fe fen 11% i fferl i mm 
it mirm mfe fi ni^ fern i ^ fer i rnmfeft ffenmt m?r fe nn cttrtr 3mfe 3i? 
n^mfe i eifcj^ mm mfe fefem mi mm fi<? fer 3im femn naff it nnmnm ?jmn 
mierm m?i ^ nm fim ^ l tA<^ nin mrfimT mm? mi it ifei i 3ni nri i mrfe i 
fej; rnmnn i fe i tim mmi i 3Tmmr mT t l mfe mrnnm nm It mfe i 3mrn- 
3TeFT nmnfe m 3T^mmn mi m mm nit mr mi ii 

42 . nm mi i mtmm i fi i nm i i fi? mm mffe mfe nfer i, mm ni fer nm i 
fi mitm rnmnir i feffe i mm it ?{ 3 nm it fern fern i mi i mTcfem 3 rfm% 
fe t 3 fK 3 rw mr i mri mm mfe nrmr mT 3 nfe rnirr mm i I mm mm mm fi i 
3 fet fefe mnar mfer i rnn m fet mr i t, it 3 nnRfe i fer fife mfife mm 
mmfe fen mi mmTT ii 

43. feffe fer nfemt it fet mi it 3nmnmm i n^ m nm 3njfe fen mm t fi nm 
mferi mnji mT fetfe fife i fi 3rfem fernir i fe 3Tom-3Tcm mfeti mffe 
mi infe mi i fe fer m mmn ifefe i i mferm fer fefef it in n fern 
mferi fent it fern i fem i ife fernir i in mi i fern i fe mitm nrnnmir 
mm fen mm fern fe pri i i 

44. nfem ife mfimi m emn m^r 3 ttt femn mrm fe fern 3ftr 3rm i mfe 
i nfetn nmi m^r mrmcmi i 3rfe it 3ttz i 3nmfe fen mn i I nrfer nmr ^nrnem 
m nm fen mfe i n&i m mnar i mpj mtm i 3fr? fm mfe mT fen 3Tem-3Tcm mrnr 
mffe fefRn mi i fe mm ^ ferc fetan m fe mtm i 

45. ^ fern i mn femmt i mrn fei i n^r m, ffe m? ■gfet fefr i mferi ^mm 
emm mT i, fernm mn nm fein fen nm i fi ^ ffe? it nm nnffe mi it snrnnrnm 
fet Ii nm nm finmmn fernm in i fett fernrn/nmTnm i fefe f i mm fen i 
fetnm i nferfi i ^fetn 3 nfe i ^ fenT mr nfei fen i i 

46 . is mi, 2002 i nfen femmr (i it) i. 496/2002 i 3 nn mi i mrn-mrn nm 
\ 3 eim fim nm i fi mni 3 ildRnd nr^n fi? m? m?miit man i 3 t^?tt? mit ?fimmTm 
in i nm nnffe mi i w i fi mni fefe nernn i fen i mnj mfeti rnnif i 
3 t#t fett mfen iinmi mmnm i mn fett m? i mnar 3 rnm 3 rmnar fen nit i 1" 
27 nrnrn? 2000 mT fern fernnn n. 2604/2000 nrm nffe fife iff i fem m 
ifin fen i ^ it mfn imr fermmn feram in i fei i it ni ti 

47. 20 tr?, 2000 i fern fermm i. 2570/2000 $ nm nfern fen nm i fi 
^ni 3 rffenr nrnn fi? m? n?miit man i 3 njm 7 mfet fefenm in i nm fern mi 

i mnci sJt fi ^ni mmn i fen i ernj mfeti mnnt i 3 ife fett fet ffenmi 
mqrmm i mn fett nmr? i mnar 3 rnm 3 mcn^r fen it i i ie mfe, 1998 i ^nr 
nffe Ifennn m 393/98 i nm ferm t fi ^ fer fe mfe fife iff i fem aft fen 



[ MPT I—1] 
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48. Mk\<*> ft ^Mtr ftr ft ft? ftfe cm ^ftrci fft^n ft i fftnft w 

w t fft % fftm Pnfa crtt ftt rttt? Rrftft ftqftt w ft w wdRid 

fftqr ft fftr ftftftcr ft «nft ft c*rj WRftft mvii ft aftfe ^ ftm ft ftftf&?r ftsr 

ft fftftt fftftdcb/tfdTI’dcb ft RTM WW HRKT RT 3TWW cf5t# Mf ^fft STT I 3TFt W 

writ wt ft fft ft ftr ft ^ ftm ft ftw cj ft vjrm ftwr ftfeiftfa ftrr ft fftftcR?) rt 
WTTcT4> ftW^fttft3fR*Tfft*JoT*TT fftftt 3RR MIcHM ftfa ft ^TTffteT ft<T^ ft?T ft 
TWTTcRfS sfk Wwt ft OTf ! 


*T. Mlfocfclft gfRT TTrN 


49. cj^H RRTct ft, ^TTfftmft ft fftftcRP gRT TRcJcT fftft W Rife 3TRTTC W fftftdcb 

HJMMcft cm RtR ftft ft fft? #FR ftt WRTT STT I mfftmft ft^ wft f fft fftqfacR 
ft clcol^ RR RFRT ft fttcR Rfftt viRfft ftt W fc^l 2TT I tRo^ vJffRT W W d<ft ft) 
RTR ftft ft fftftcRF) ft 3RTRTRRR ftft ftt t, ^ftt ^ t I 


50. fftfftd 5TTft^t ft PTWftft fftWRlcft ft TTRRTTfe ftt SORT ft ^ftt fT? ftrR 

Rffttarr ftt yj^m ftt, ftp# fttft tojct ftRrr wu % i 

few 22 : (1) ftft fftftt W R tTTCTM ^f> oRTRTT WTcTT t, eft fftffte TTTfftwft 

ftferrftft fftftRRJ) ft?T ft fftftt fftftcTcf) UT vWTRRP fftfttft ftft 8Rfft ft ftw RTW ftt 
\JW WTK W Rjftd ^ ftRTT ft ^ teRJ PTePT c^ ^TeRT-^TeRT Rlf^RTt $> 1fe^fe a l c^ 
JRfTvjpn^f RRRT-RFRT W RRft^TT c^ toS ft) t ffeffecR RT \3cMlci<^ W WffRT ^ ft) ^ 

ferafercR ^?r ^ w feraWr -m fe t ftpr^ ^ w w Rr^RT?ft 

■geek RRIRTT w t i 

(2) ^ RRcRN ^T STftfew STRT 9(cp) eft RWJNT (l) cR 3RRicT fRT fefW ^ 

W-ftRRT (l) ^ ^ISTT RfferfecT wftmT 3R[ft cf> few fepfelfet RT WTR^ft ^ fR 

3TRTRTT RW# Rft eRTKRft : 

ft> cfe^ TOR 3 Rtfcm fegfe^T W WRft t 3 fR w 3 TRTRRF) ft pftft 

eft rrt w? Rrwft t ^rft ftfe: pnftwft ^ftt Rt^iR^i t sf\? Rft ftft Rpftarr ft 
W 'dd^iqcft 3fR RrftcTcft ft ft^£T ft MTW W fft^ly u l ftdl ft, ft ft ftft 
RRTeft ft wftan ^n ftft ftt cTpftsr ft ^TeTft 3 RTRT ft eRTI RRfft ft I 


392. 6i l / ° ^ 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


51. fkm 22 EH kkkfM k ^ WT k ftRRH' t^YTTT W t fkk TTePT- 
3-lcHI MIEH Hllkd k TOTT k yRuHlk RJ f^FTT TITT 3TTOTI k mT EITk k I k dik'd 

o* 

kl k fkk fkkrm k TOT k TTeFT k TOT mfkT mT fkftmT Elk f^OTTT T5TT TOTTT t 

OT kk kf kft # lk OT THR t (m) fk Rkdm R WT 3TTfR k kOT fRkET 
kt fkm t 3fk (k kkim m votot ot mkEn t % ^ PmW kr R Rk fkkt 

Rkdm TIT OTTOT R EOT dk t kdR WITT TT TOTkk cRTRTT OT7 t I kOT 
TmR R [RM TTfRmiR m? tR t fk RilTdcb R OTT 3 tRR k ROT fklRT£ftd WOT 
mr Mi kf Mjt t I eotiRR kr k fkk fte k eot R 3ot-5ott* 
tot mkr Eik fRRftET km mi eott t ot kk kf ^jk kk R I Mot mrR R 
kot TTfRrnik R tot ^otrtt RRdm k km3ft k mrmr tt ^ fRm rnkm k 
sft l 


52. OTT Eim TkOTfk EOT 3mfR TT fRdR mk k klETT mT EOTT t, fkm 22(2) k 
tot TEmm mi RrR Rm ettet km I tet TEmm k etott km ertte k fRfRm 
TTkmrft ot fkmki trR te kk mr kfer k kk R mmEft k 3kkr eet R 
^EkOT k kkr tot k k t I ?rk tteott, ot Rm ottt wmjk t k fRmr 22 
R m TOTTtk RoticiiR k fkk 3 ot tft km kf otM M t krk ot ^oti 
km ott k k kmr 22 k 3tERtd Tm TfkfkEi eot mk pR^eik 3mk kt k 
EimEft t 1 TTkmft k OTmrft ^OTOTkckktk oti OTki k mrjT k 
cmr^iE^ k ot kmrmi mrkT km mn tk^krrk M ^r kf k kkreik 
3iki tt k| Tkk kf t I mrkfET tt kmr mk gr, Tikmrft Rm mk t k eot 
^TETTd kfk 3Tk^OTT k 3IFT OTT 3Tkf TT 1R^k u l mk ^ OT dcid kt ^ I TTkmft 
ot k Tk mk t k kmr 5 3k kmr 23 k kk A kEj mkr k dk 3 ttftet t 1 
Tkk ct km k kr m 3im mkemk tt etpj k^ t 1 


53 . kE^mkr R ot 3 rmkT k mm ktk kkOTik eot 3rrk fRkk mk k 
Rkdm kmcft k kmkft mk k fkk km kmk TkmmOTT tot mfkr mr k 
mirm 1 Tkmk k kr OT TfkErm k kkR mrm ^fkei t k 3i^mk 3k 
3Mk!k qr 3nmfk t l TTkmk R mkm kf kkirk k kkw4 fkkrm k 
EOTETt, ktmk, kk k msk kmk 3?Tk k krkR eot k t; fkrmT ottot kk tt 
ott k kmr fkm ott m 1 



[ HTI I—1] 
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54 . 3 Termr srfeRRft mddMt rrr ^ sppfc 9.5 3fe Mic-fMt fepRReft rt 

f^m 22 3 f^rfer ^ 1 %r? zfefr R*?ten rttr t zfa R? fe: rr^ t fe RRR ^ 
3Pjrfe 9.5 c£ 3RpfR ^fef RR t[^W feffep ^T 4 fejfefft 3fe RTRWt R^ #fR 
^THT RTfej 3 fe R fe ^3R feR-feR ^Tt R> PtilWi 3fe RRTWt <£ #R Rft mddM 
^RT R> 3T#d t I Rfe Rj ftpR RRR R>t RTR cRT 3Tqfa ^tR RRO R^RO % R^t «1I^ 
t 3TR: 3nfoPT& RR RTR^t # fe fJ^rr,^T ^T fWRfT, RRRTR * prefer fe* ^ 
3TTETR RR ^ f^IRR RR^Tan ^ RTRR R^TT dfdR Rf?t gPlI I 


55. vJT5T RcR AO RR Tttj^ 3TR RTTRRTR RRTR fitrT RRMR RR 3RRR* RTRot ^ *TFFfcT 
7JRET RTmTcRT c£ feTR RR RRR t, HH^R ^RTRToTR % Pi dldR^, Rfc ^ ^ RR 
^ ^ cf5t ^fp^x riT rt rt^3 fern 22 r> 3 Tdfer sTeFT-sreTR hih^ r> otrtrrr fenfe^ 

f^r £ I cR^TR RTRR* 3 PnofacR, fow 3RRTCT ^R ^ RTRRM eTFJ t, R> ^T RJ 
%tr cf> ^sfg cRT g^T vJcJTRT RRT 1? I ^TTpRRpt RtR R^Rcf if 1% RTR'ftR RT^T ^NVeTfl RR 
frofa cTcfaH RTRcf 3 MK-iPlRT R^f t I RTpTRR^ RR feRTC t fe RRR R>t RRT RRRR <£ 
3T^x^ 9.5 ^ stcP'R P^l'id ' cR ^T ^ f^RfePf ^ vicHIdcPl' ^ fPT ^ ^THI RT%^ 'T 
j% 3TeRT-3TcFT Pidjd ' cR ^ft ^ PprfcRRt ^ dcMIdcPi ^ f^PRp ^dlld ^R 
q I cMRt^fr "?fecR eFTRTT RT ??T t I 


56. (i) mPPRlft ^ PffrT cfft Mffhdl ^ ^RR ^R ^TIR ^ ^PR 3TPt ^rdlPld 3#? 

>HT{f^R Pl^ cR R cf5t ^RT/3iTcR^T ^ ^ P^dl t I 

(ii) ZT? iff ?p£ f^TT 7RT t f^ ftdRf^ RaTcRT^ ^RT RpR^ R# R??^ ^RRT ^ 
cRRUT fcRt^rt f|RR^ R5RRR ZJRRT cRt deleft ^ 3fk RTpRRT^f R RRST RT^R) 3T^tR RR^ 

^ 3rf£pRR ^ cff^R ?r rr t i R^rPr PrM few ^^r ^rrt rrrrt rrt^ ^ 
RRR ^ JllM^R RT ^ RRffer RRRRt c^ 3T^RR cRT^ feRT RRT t I RT^RTsft PlddiqeTl ^ 
PRR 7 $ few R5RPR RRI pRR R^ ^ ^ 3R?tR dVldld 3R^TR R7 ^JRRT 3RRR 
cfRFT R^t cZRRSTT t I fefeR 3R£TR R? 3PgR ^JxRT RR 3Tfepfe RRRT Rfe^feR ^ 
^ ^37 ^TRT ^ fe^f RTRRMt pRTRTReft c^ felR 6(7) ^ 3TJRR RT^t feTW R^RPRt RRT 
c£ fcRy RRRST W RfRT t I RR^ ^ fepfe 3T^t^ ^ 3Pfe%T RRRT R>T 
f^dRc^ RRRRRt feTR RffejffeR RR^cT 4 RReRET RIT RRT 2R 1 
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[PartI—Sec. I] 


I 1TCTT H|Rm cfft HUM I ZRT 

xrgftn ft f^riR 

57.^ cl^TfPI ufixl ftt T^T TTTf ^ Tftftt ftftrf&cT Pl^*i!qcl1 ft 3RpTN cb-WI ft I 

ftt T^HT/Trr^fr ft 3rrgN tt fft^ cfr^rr ftt^rr fft % stirr r^otcr^r ft 

^ q6K ^ ^ ft I Mdcb ^R[ TOJcT 3RTftftft 3RT INI 

5NdTT »4 ft 7TR ?TRf ftt ftt c[fe ft Tjufa: 3TRlW 3jk 3T^T ft I Rftfft 

3IFT ^ 3T^t£I fft*TT ft fft ft ftt ft 3ftcf> fftfa fftftt ftft fftftt ft OToPtcT vg f^jfed 

Rft ^jft ^rft eft TJ^ ftf ft ft ^ 3TT£TR qR cTfuTN ft Rfcf^R ^fclft 

eft 3RftcER %zn H^TI ft I 


fftftcRf* ft fftETR 


^ ^nHel ft fftftTTcf? ft eRvSTN RsfejeROT ft cf?T ^feR fftjR ft 3fft v3^fft TFfafa 
ft fftr^d 7 TICT TOpT fft>R ft | CRPJT TTlftftftcE ^nT ft \ 3 R ci<^T ft Rqfft cb-cft TiHl^ft , 

^FTft, fftft ftftftt 3TTfft ft ftftftf TJeRT ftpftk SffteT ftt fttftt ft | ^ftft «TTRR 

fft^ ufift ft ftp? 3nft ft ftp? offt ittctM ft^nofl ft 
I ft ftn 1 ft 6 ft 3T^TN 7TFTMT TJc*T ft fftftwft ftftftcl ^RTTftft ft RRI jr$|cF 
TfTqft^ ftftft eftft 5R^cf fftxr £ I 


snfftcfflft gRT uTTW 


59. Hmft ft, ftft ftt ftr-'TRTR Rftc2PR&IT ft W ft ftm cfRft cpT SN^Tef 

tl ^cT ^Nt # ^ ^ ^TefT four t ^fru 3IFfm 3)k 3w5tcF?T ^ ?fk 

cPfl 4 xfN Jf5t %^MR atsfcl^TT qiefl ^?T ifHT t I 5^ffcTq, ^ ^Ej if ^TPTFJT 
Pr^Rnr l^ricp 04.01.2002 cjft af&grRi gra qau *i?f)f^ torraeff ^ 3 i^ei-i 
fcr 7 3ik 8 if USTT vifroiRgcl %-5P3IR 3T8fcZIcR5n ^ Pmt c^ 3H?lff f!^ 

RETT Tft%V | 


[ MFT l —1 ]_HR?T Wm : 3WiqK u l_,_13 


60. ten te krtenm nan ten te ^nrmrn te ^jkrn tor nrn t, Miftei^ ^ narmtekm 

mctete Pmicfeft te 3RpH te ^T-7 te 8 te ante> 4 ^ te krnfa°T cPT 36RTR 

ten an j tete te te t te mi<mM ftente te arjtef-1 te te-7 4 arm ter te mm- 
mro n? mmran t fte- 

araJoMd^n mte te te ws te nmte te ten crm tern ter mrfter mter 
te te *TRn te MR W te fen? c|Kdfa<*> ^T te ten WU 3Tajm ^HcTH ten, 

anmmmnFjmR ^fen nmtefte ternn ten, mtr mT krnfnn tek tern te w? 
aratemm te tern ami tester ^cn te annR m? arann nnm ten tete ftetet tekk tern te 
an tent te fei^ tekm aramr \jtft m? tem ntet |r m ftetet arm nkm anmT nr tern mrpn i 1 

mnte arkrfte xiM^cw krmnmte (nanteteikm te) anjnn-i te ten-8 te cznrcan % fte:- 

' 8. (i) ‘% w arateRan men ten “ w mi arte t fte mt^ ten fter kite: tenter 
nrmn ararm tern nfte te mnT7 Rn^idl ter te mter mk te mr te nter #, tete mrmr 
w nmjate tet fteftem nn tenrnm ( 3 ) te kite nten te ar^rr? mr^arr te te ^ 
ter te nteft f 1 ’ 

{2) nF rnmn tememn teft fte tetf te kte ter te te mte te ten krte 
mftekt ararm Fm^.ate te ftetet rnrnn te msm mkrmkt im wnte ter te ntemrte nm 
% '«jmk araf czrcRsn men te krnfkn aram npn nm t, nm te ^nk ar^ men te t, 

enter te mmR araf m^an men te m ^r te ^ tefte te kite tertet te 
^mn nan man mreRn nRimr fn nfteenm te rnmn mn nte # mt n? mfte mmi ?r te 
t^n te mr te ( 3 ) ^ kite nrte ^ annR n? % w artermran men te te t 1 

61. mftekt te nte t kr? krterm ^ nrmrte kmmtet c^ anjte'i ^ 8 ^ nn te 

3 4 ^teterjnR arm^nm mnte/man mrerm mnn f ftete anw m? kite tenter, 
krterte nrter n? fte? m7 te te nm: 

(m) ter ^ mte rnnkrnt, tefrfter rpm ate am, rnmnn, kfter nan kte ten 
nternt, enter nan krtet ^ ten ^r tefte te mr knte an^ nan ten mt nte mk mmR 
tent nan in ten *r ktet kfte mm nmrte ^ ten ten t ate n^ te nm ^sn krter te 
enter nrmten wr ^ nmmr nter mt ntefr t; 

te) te nmf te wrmn enter nan tete ftekr te mm? arair cnmFan mmte ^ 
nte ter te^nm fteter n> arte teft t, «inm^ nte te ntejkr ^rt nkmnkmt n> mm, 
arm n^n afte, m^[ ferften mmR nan gnmn <£ ten ^r ; 

(n) kte te terren nan nterr mpjn <& arte teft t te te nte ^ nmem te mT^ft 
krftenm nan mnften te mte te t ; nan 


(n) krkrnn mr nkten nrnnr m? nr fte te t 1 
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[PartI—Sec. 1 ] 


PITfft vjfgr pi ftTHTP ft fftfe HHcjS ft SPIR R folf^cl ft TftpT WT ^?lkT 
WI ft fft MlddM WEf ft 3lftq 3T2Icn ftft 3Tte pftt ft fftq ^P3TR fftlfftft cTFJ ftft ft 
RR^ qifftmft ft^r 4 Rffte fferft ft toft i ft 6 ft Pifftei fftgift ftt pt 

TTcFel ft I 

62. %'W 3Rp2JcITOT Pel ftft ft ftftftd fftp-Peliql PT 9TTF pfapTft MRpeMd! ft 

m wr ft fft ft?r ftr ^ftt P^Rft TRPift fftftpmftftr ft affc ^ifcn? p# qp qpR pppM 

P PTH ftt vpft mf%TT cTP fft ftft ftftdP PPlft pRRRT ftf SPjftftlfft ft PFjftt pi 

^l^Hch ftft ftt ^ftr 3 m^\ fftftft - pi f^ruter ftft ft ftt qpfa pft ft 

TRft q ftf I pi TrfttSTT ft %R fto ^3TRTI ftpft ^3TTW[ «£o feTO, ftftl ^PTO PTO ft pF 
c^^T^fr Rfft^ fftftpl PT 3F£ftl fftP ft I 

63. PI sTFT pft ft fciq 1% PIT TJcf> PPftt ^JSjcF, PPftf P M<4M fftq vj|R ftg 

3 M fftifa towfi ft ppift PRcri ft Pifp w\ ft ^prt ft ; pfftPTft ft pptM 

fftwclcft ft ST^TTR fftftRd yp ft cr^cT pF % PRR 3T2fcPRSIT pft PT ft f^POtcT RcFI4 PT 

qftsRT Rfp sit i mfftprft ftf rrt pt ^<m-i, Pfrt, fttpr fftftrpT pit fftftq ftft ftr yfftiii 

TR oqpfcuid cf^pfr fftfare ^RR ft fftftRT TT ftcTT ft I dPJ>HK, Pfftplft ft W fftftfftl pft ft 
p[TT f% cRTf ^ PTTpF/fftftcTP PPTft fftWf ft WcT t 37SICTT ^T#, PR^T f^T t I 

64. rflcFpt ^ W PfSltPd Ppf felV Pp W PrP P^pfr ^ M^fcHd P^TR 

3T2pJ[cR9TT cp cFROT ^ iJSJcF R 3PH eft RT ^Tcpft #, pRftcf%cT HW^\ R fcRTR f^RTT; 

i) fcRp PPi'ki PnftpF ^ czncRTifte PpqPr cit^rtt ft ftftsm Pritw ?rat pt 

OTm i 

ii) P^rPrft r Prrrt eft ftcftft^KT pft cncTT cpft wjft srPriftwr, ?tsit 

iii) TRPR -gRT ctfAjpift tr ftrftrR PT ftcftftcfROJ pft 3TRI ^M4lR<4) ^IRI , 

65. fto 'gOTRTT t^ft ^J3fWT PO fcIO, ftPf ft M cTSTT fftw^T 3Tsft?T cFRqftt 

PT^T, OT cFPp ( ft^PT vJtHT PPp.HSIT ft^TT ftftftt PrRT 3TST^T PT^T eft eft 

^ftft cp fftrT q^ftvn M^cl ^ I PTlffteFlft ft ^TRI eft, 

(i) W BrR5PT?TT 3R|ftt feft cfSTT ^TfftPrfM ft TTT^lft ^ 3TftPl t, 

(ii) ^FTT fftftRT cftrpr cR fftqftur tftpft Wft HTfftpPT ^RT tftRTT ^TTeTT t 3T2JcTT 
^RFT tftftRR ^wft yrfftcfRDj ft 3pjftftpr cp oreftr t, 

(iii) W ^tR^RTT ^ 1C TRT ftfft^T^ft ?TSP 3RI cfRTft W fftcTR-fft# P?ft ?TSIT ^T W 

^RIT^R cF^ft PT STfftpR ft 

(iv) W ^tRSRRTT 3Tlft PI TRRT cfRft ft ftftg ft fftcftl ftft ft ftp? TRPR ft 

^PTT ft 

(v) 3RRT:, PIT vTrRMcfTcfT 3TTft fftftel Rift ft ftt ^Ilfft ftt 3Flft 3lfftpR ft YQeTT ft 
3fR oTRT ft ffteRR 3TSIP ?lfft ft fftftpM ft pft ft ^Icft ft fftftl ft?TT ft 





[ '*TFT I —1 ] 




15 


(vi) qTfaggi gi TRjfe g> terq wit g? qgffid g^i i Tm Tit it fi> wi, 
fiquR OTT gigg-Rrafag <£ gft i gq qqgg qg RfgW wit g> 3JWT 
g> ^Tir i stt, ^fr m ?rgiq fr grs" tt w sit i 

66. ^ f^m ^ 3qjTTR C^ RtM ^it sjcRMI$OM Tfqit ih uHcllit g^Twr g> ^ 
c£ srgfg qg> ferPrfes wit t sir fr wcfr g>gjit gg i gif qRgig gff §gr ii 
3ni g^iri ^qr gig qr ggr f^TT t Rfr figtg/^Roj gigg g? Rratrw i wr gi gif 
gritgiit git* i l gigg R<?i TTfigrai gi <HfctH wr ii ^ ferq qggg i I grfiggi/gggg 
wi gggg gg ggg gRi gt gri i forft TRggit gTfigRg gi arRRjRig gRi g> Rrq 
gigg git t l ggqit ww fr sr^gRr firq figT 3RjgT gi TjRrg firq figr TRRg # 
viqgVi g> gri i Rrig eti g? ferq wg i i 3rrg> ^fiRgd gfiggi ite gRi i f^ 
Rgtdg> Sri gr^jg gq fcmrWr g> li^qui ^ wfvri Rrigui gi gqf^rfi gif 
itit i i 

67. wnqg gi qf^gy g> ftrrg gqgg fi>q gq 3wfr gg wnqg fim ggr stt sir 
gggg tigug ggi ofti i 3ttr ggg g^g^g gi gqf^ifi ci ggg i f^n ggT eg j 
grfiggi w 3rggiWg gRi f Rr iRg mrhM figgiggi g> 3Rpig -i g> ^iggg 
8 ( 3 ) (g>) i qRcbfc^d i, fiM, figi giggf/ciTggt 3nfe g> wr i Rrig leiq wi i 
41 d wr gg gif qgig git i i 

68. giqg Rrgfgg gsn gr^rt wit gi gggg gi gfN ^ angR qg qiiggi gg g^ 
fiw i t% imi % gggit ^ i^T git, ggfig ggt anti i wnfig t%gT ggT, %it 
ggggg wig ggr gggit gi fMg t^rfi ^ giif f4w*f qgffig git ifgT i I 

69 . qggg ^ ^gg f^ifc^i ggT ggt% gg^gt q^ it gigt gi gf it afR gF qrgr ggT 

gr fcT> itg i gggfigT ^ 3Tfig^g ^ f ggrfi wi sm tilife 

igf i ig gg^g writ q? RRgfid itgT i I fenfcrgi foit qgf qggg cTTqitgT 
i w ggqit RaifcHgi ir quit i afk ggggT ^ gg?ng gg?ft figgg fenfcrgi gg^g 
^ 3 igig gf^ifeg wjg gRi ?n%g iti i i 

70. gg^ cT^T git ggT figfg gftir ^ filing gg ggpgi gg it wnqg firgT ggr 
gi I qrfiggit gfg gRi i 1% git wrr gigrg gg fig? gq i gfr qrg= t^R Tit i i 

71. grfiggit g^ it gfg grri i ggqit itg i gggT ffer ^ f^qqft i gr^t 
ggT sri-qR^g wit, fgg ggr 3pg wfirgf Tiigi ^ forq wg i t gign i 
g^rqit g^r gr^t wit 3?gtg itg i it ^tg Tit i i grgi 3i%Rgg g? inT ggr 
i f% g^iri fiRpg tM i fiRpg grt qr ^tgr i aftr gfr igrt^tg giggt qr 
fiRpg 3ii^fig>gf3ft i Tiitgr ggT i i 




16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


1 Part I— Sec. 1] 


72. 4mdR 44ft d4t f4ftd mmft £RT Eft? ^4 f #7 c^dlRft c^t Rgf4l ^NK 

mr 4 f4nm4, 4 msmr ft dift t l d>4mR4 4t 

Rrgfer dft Td4 4 ftdd 4 cj^npft 4t *jft TddddT TTD^T t 4R cd4dlR4 4 RR|H dftf 

<4t 'dlft dTef 3frdd 4dd dd gddld ftEdldd ftdfTTdd ftftd f4dT ^TTcTT t I 4d 
TRddd £[RI 3PM, Rlf4cdl 7jf4jT 3TTfft 4ft cTPT mft f4d dlft f f4dj ddmft dftt 

4t 3l|c|ld OTef^T dRIdT ^1 lei I t fttd eP^TT dft 4 $d41 eTFId dft cZRT 4 TFT 4 
dm t I 

73. *Re^ ^MR 4 ftd^f dTtJ dft cEt^ fftdft dft ftcft t I 41dd/dTdT 4 mm dd cftf 
^msftr dft t 3fk 4ft mft fftftm fftdjd mRilm^ 3 tttr dd fern mift # i dftj flidft 
3T2TTT Plftd 4 fcTE 44 44d Tjft dft t dft’fcb dftdd 4 mrftddT 4 3TTdT7 dd ftdd 
^di 13fR Rrftdd stnk 4 4ft ftR mpjfci dft fftftft 4 dnmd dd ftdi t i 

74. Tdft dft dfftft dm Reft ft dft ddrRd 4 d^T dm t 3ftd 3d4# ftft4d 
(3 ik^h 41) 4 fftfftd f4d dd t t ft dft dEgdd dm dd erg #4 dTft ftmr ftftft fftmr 
dm Rlftd dd^d 4 3FjmT f I 

75. dmrft dft ddft mR^mRh^ ii dRiRdd mmd dd mft mm 4 mm dft df t I dftf 

4 dRftdfft mm m srmr gmr 4 ftdift dmrft s[RT Trmrr ci i R i f^c^ Rn^ i d 4 ^dd dft 
sft i ^jf4 ml m4t 444444 mr4 4 mt4m 4 t mf4 ^ is 
c4 4 44 3 t 44 4Ed m 4t df t i wft 4dm k4 ^rt f4d4f4d t I RtR 
3?2TcTI 4^d 3TEj4, RfFET 4t eTFf ft'efdl t, 4 teTE 4^ df44t 4^H! eTRT d# 
t I 


76. 444 gm 4 I4 e mj 44 4 44 f 4 mmft m 44 444d t i !4Rfe4 4t 

Rr4d 44t 4t mf44 m 444 h dm gm4r mr m4m-4w mfmr f4Rm m m 
f4m dm t i 4m dR4r 4r gdi4 mr t4dmr 474m fftfftmft 4 fef f4m mn 4 
dm f44i dft df 44 4 fed? Em4 4 f4dmr/74m 4w m 44 444d d4 t l 


77 . mf4n4 w sTstmmm 4 m f44cim m mr^dd rnmftsft Rmdm ' efl 4 
3Td4d mm arsftdcRm 4^4 44d 4 mdmFft TftdRjem srf^gmT 4o 28/2001 
f44m 31 df, 2001 dd 4. 1/2002 f44m 4 mi4, 2002 4 d?d mad 4%d ddeRE r 
mf df Tjmn dm dm 4 d4rm f4 mg 4 dddm 4t mid mrpft 
df4i4 4 3rgm7 ddeim dt 4 mftmrft mdR f44dm 4r mm ar^mmm 
4 mrRd drrft m f4md t 1 mT34mft3f4d (4d mm4 rnirnm 4 diRrm 


ddieFi) 4 3rf4miR4 4 did ftdm 4 4 tr m mrim dm m f4 mm mr *m4 mmeR 
dm d4mr 4 fpt 4 4 44 f4mmr d4f 14r4 mrdd 4 Rraftdm 4 mrr mpj 3rf444t 
4 TRmfftd f4m mm m 1 mrnft mf4mrft 4t 4gf4 4 3Fjmr dr mftfrd m mft sft 
f4 ddTTdd, 4 m u M dm 41 Hd fftdtdT 4 44d 4 4ddft dd Mdd dm f4dd°I, dddd 4 
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stor err ufr fef> tor to RRto ft RTto ^ nro tor ft I torJcr tor to onto? ft tot 
toR to « 3Tsfemwr TO oLlcj^K TOR TO?ft TOT MIcRM toTO'cjft) to 3RjtoH to 
ftR~1 ft 6 to OigRR TOTHI ?JcTO to f^Tmf^T TOft TO fftRR fcRqr TOT TO I 

78 . 9 cf>(l) (r) to cT^cT toft TOJ to ftto ft RRHI *JRT cf 5 T TOTOf £ fto- 

(i) WR ?fft TO fttft Ret ciimK ft TOT TOR WR to TO^J to tot eJeRRTTO 

^Tt TOto (6) to TOR TOTTft TOt toftt to 3PJRR RTOffttofftf froW ftR 3T2TRT ft~f ft 
^TOR to fcR 3TfftftcT ft; ftft 

(ii) TO Pltodcp ftR 3TTOTT ftR to tocj RRTN ft MRJ cfR TO ftft Rfft RPTR ft 
RTR MR cfft cRg cfft toft fftto tot ftftt ft OPM TO ffttodR? ftR 3TTOTT ftR to Rft| 
«I'MK ft toft toR 5RTO to RTOR ftftfft 3PRT tot to TO RT to TORT ^T TOR 
^ toft ft TO Rto deRT ^ ^ Reft eft TOTRT *JcR tor ft ft cRt^ TO ^RT:- 

to TOrfftTO (6) to TOR RRlft nft fftroft to 3RRR RTOtofftR TOR TOR to TOT 
cR^ cRT ReRTRTO toftftto ^JRT TO TO cR^ ffttoRcR ftR 3PRT ftR OPTO toft RfftR 
toft ftR ft PjftltlR fttftt ftt; 3TTOT 

(^) TOTTRfftcp, f^ft oft? TOTRT TORT ftR TOfftTO-(6) to RTO RRTft nft fftrot to 
OTJMR TOtofftR TOT to fftft Rf%R RTfuRf ^ RTSf ^ef ^ ^T ^ TOT cR^ cjft TOTOT 
TORT; 

ggTg +jeg 

79. Rrtorrft ^ tto orf^rtoR Rft rrt to (i) (r) ^ ot^tr totot ijto 

eft ^rerfro eft ^ ^o ^otrtt ts^t ^tortot m fftro eftr totro TOTTroft tRft i 

TOTTOft eft TOR 3 TO toR ft totro TOTTOft ft 7JTO IR^cT I TOtpft Rtc^ TOTR 
ft ftro eft Rftt gTOT toR RT ftfeft cpft toft TOeft t toft TORT Rft ftt tfttof 
ton to to ft l TOftfft to xftto ft^toror tto eft to fttoft to fftto ton ft ctto 
TO ft RTTOx ft toj toft ftwftt toro 7JTOT TOTOI TORnft ft I TOR 9R> (l) (r) eft 
3T5TO TORI 1JTO toto> to ft TOto eft fto fftgto TOR eft feTR TORR efft 

totri totft ft ^Rto nftror ft f totft tor otoft eft ton tort to ftoftr tor to 

tot to TOSto eft TOTTTO to TORT ftt TOTOT TOTlft ft I TReT TO TORR ft? fth?R 

tft Pi h n-RR toj toft to TOeft totof ft rrutot ton tot to i rr-rr tottto to 

TOR TO TOtot eft TOR TOTTOI ffttot ft tol tot ft TOTOR RTO ffteTR ton TOT I 
TOTOft to TOT Rft toft TORT to toeTTOT ft TOR ftteTT ft fft> TORftt ft TOR ORlfft RR 

^fttoro to to ftto rr^ to§ to toft to to> tor tot tor ton rto tor tot fto 

TORTOn ^R TO Rto| toft, RcTOR to TOR ft 3TfftR ft RTO TO RRRT ^RT to IftftRR 
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Rr 31TTR t I fMt Mr RIRRI *JRI $ ftMl TT 3TTTR t MM PR 

RPTR cfft RTRTR felM 3 W ft t I 

80. RrM T RRT rM c£ Mr TRT c|fr ^gf^IeT Mt ^ M MM TT MM 

fcfnrr t I M MM Mt rt MM-tr rrrrt rr tr rtrtri ^ ***\ *** 

cfSTT 444 3T^Rcf?T ^RR PlM Mt RrM fM TTT t I 

M M MM 

81. PTRTToft M vRR ^ fMRR ^ tR%^-2 RRT rMT M 4Wm TRT Mt (M TT 
Mltcff M ^IdR-clK/Hl^ei-TR sZfR PRRjRT Rh^ t? I PlMdd ^ ^Id) >HHsM *f 41 dM M 
RPR PTfeTTf M PRrpT cj5t t I MR ^ Ml Mf M MRR TRT M 3EJ8RI McT 
MnfM M M MM rt Mr M t I MM ^rt #i^-4 3 tttt fM ^ 
3 rMt wM, rrr fefeFT, Mr, M mIMt ptM ^ RR*J ^ mM tr 
MMr rrrr M gtt Mr Mu ttt t M ^Mt ttr 3 rrrirt sr MM M tr 
pT§M M 3RjM M M t I 

82. chK^MI £R TR Mr MM MM M M RPft RRtMM RT P[Mff RE M 

TiMcTT Mr rjt tr i rt Mt 3 M ^strtt Mt, M rMo ^ttrtt rtttt 

3tR 31RR: M ^3TRTT M?R, RTTTT M HRcM RgRt Rt MM MMf RT RTRIFR 
iRR W SIT 3lM M RRT RR Mt TR RrMM M 3Rj^RT RTRT RTT 2IT ! 

rIt 3tMt M Mr tt ttr ttt fM rrM Mr Mr #M Mrw M Mr rit sit rM 

^0 ^3TRTI, M R TO ^TTRTT Mpf, RTTR TTT 4 o ^3TRTT Ml Rf TRcM 
ttM M Mt fM tr I rfuMM rt MM Mr ri rrirh Mit w sn 
M rtM ttM ^ tri street tjr MM M tt^r ttttt ttt sit l 

83. RRT 3iM Mr M ^RT TTRcT M Mf M M ^fM tM 

M pM tM Mt-TR MM MM * 4 4 \ 14 4 \ 4 * * * MM ^trr M t I 


RcR MM : 


84. ^fM MM ^ Mcft M M M 3 fM> M4 f, MM trr Mp ^rri ^ 
prMM tM rrrrt rt^t M M rrtrt t t Mr M trr gM%ci t, f^Mr, M?t M 

RRT M Mt cRR ir PRTai Met t Rt ^JeT R^RT M M rrt ^r M pMftfM Mr 
t I RRM 3IRRT M M RRT 3ftR tM PRR TSIT TRtM RRR RIM 3ftR MM 
M PRTR RRET RtM TTRFJ^ t I MM PIlMM PJeRT efSIT TRT MM PR TfM 

tMrtsJ rriri ^ri tsjt Mtr Mr M MfM ^ ttr ^ ri 4 MM tM tr 

M: ! clM t I MMr gRT PR^T 3TtR Ml 3lM ^ Mr RcMM M TR tMM 
Mr R 3IRR PR R3R qR Mr Mn TTT t I RT^RT M ^ 3TRRTR RTRTR ^cR 3ftR 
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RRd TR fcHK cJRTf ^ ^Ri^ c£ fcR MlCd dlRjd -RldH 

Rfertfor f^TT RCT t I 


TRftflT TR^ft ^tfctR uTTtT mR»I'W 

85. i^cjlcixT tr R-cir crR R mi d wR^Rt Rrr^ RfcRefcT ■§■ 1% : - 

(i) Ao 7J3TRTT ^3TFT^FT feTO 7fR ^RO^MO s[RT ^RTRTT cT^R Ro 7J3TRTT 

chlMl^R, TOMId g[RT ‘HRd’ cR RpRcf cR 'dR cTTeT cR? ^Ri'S %cRt ^R cRhcI ^li'd 
3RRr cfr RtR ^TRF? 7TPTTRT % 31RR? t cT^TT RR^T ^ilRld t I 

(ii) fTTfcR 5TTRRRR Ao 7J3TRTT ^dHI^RT cr>*Hdl fcTO uROTTO 7RTT ^O ^3TRfT 

cfrmTRH RRTR ^ ^0 ^3TRTT te$t ^STTWT cRqR feTO #7 ^HORRO £Rf 
^d-dRd Rr c£ 7JeT cfr 3T2RT cRT ^ Pl^icRT rRT 5 tcRt Rt 

8507 R R?R 3TRft t, R 3TRTTcT R7 RRfT RRRMr eFTft RfR Rt RRRRr 
cJrR t <MlfR W HlRSlH R^TcR t i 

(iii) 1*7T \3^i| R 3TRTcff cR tf^x[ TJoR 'dldl^e^ 3 ?RRrR 1962 R 3?&fRf RtRRJeR? 

RwT £RT RRT RRRcT 3j|chdd AV^ :t JcRT sRlT RR 'dtfR 3TRRRTH 

' 197 5 cR ETRT, 3, 3^, 871, 9 RR 9^> ^ ^T cRR R? $$$&$ 7iRi^ cR 

sfrgcf R TtR RW R ^J?cF> wRr #t I 

(iv) R7T 3 tR?T R fcRS£ cRf 3RRf vR^T 3TRR7R cf> 3RJ7TR #fTRJc^, 'n37RR ^5 
TT^rr %crr sRRfR ^i^tRrrr R ^rr cR ^rr trM I 


■irf'HfOT tofrt, f^rfe Tnfwd 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NEW SHIPPER REVIEW NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 2004 

Subject:—New Shipper Review of Anti-Dumping duty imposed on imports of Lead Acid Batteries requested 
by M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Co. Ltd. China PR-Final findings. 

No. i4/30/2002 -dgad. A. procedure: Having regard to the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof, the Designated Authority initiated 
New Shipper Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on Lead Acid Batteries 
produced by /K/l/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd. China PR, and 
exported by M/s. Yuasa Corporation, Japan prescribed under Rule 22 of the 
rules supra, vide notification No. 14/30/2002-DGAD, dated the 27 th August 2002. 

Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by .the petitioners revealed 
certain deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioner. The 
petition was, therefore, considered as properly documented. 

2. This New Shipper Review was initiated vide notification No. 14/30/2002- 
DGAD, dated the 27 th August 2002 in the matter of import of Lead Acid Batteries 
falling under Chapter 85 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or 
exported from China PR where the Designated Authority vide its final findings 
published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary, Part I Section I, dated the 7 th 
December 2001 had come to the conclusion that; 

(i) . Lead Acid Batteries exported to India from China PR, Korea RP, Japan 
and Bangladesh is below its normal value during the period of investigation; 

(ii) The Indian industry has suffered material injury and is further being 
threatened with material injury; 

(iii) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports from China PR, Korea 
RP, Japan and Bangladesh; 

3. On the basis of the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority, the 
Central Government had imposed anti dumping duty vide notification No. 

1 /2002-Customs dated the 2 nd January 2002 published in the Gazette of India. 




[ ‘TFT 1 — >3 '‘Z 1 ] 


'*TTFT W : 3T^n^TT 17 I _ 21 


4. As stated above M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd., China PR 
had requested for a review in terms of Rule 22 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping duty on dumped 
articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995 in respect of exports being 
made and the Designated Authority vide notification No. 67/1/2000-DGAD dated 
the 7 th December 2001 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, 
Section I, had initiated the review on 27 th August 2002 and recommended 
provisional assessment of all exports of Lead Acid Batteries falling under chapter 
85 of Gazette schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 made by M/s. Yuasa 
Battery Guangdong Company Ltd. China PR, as difference between the amount 
mentioned in Col. No. 5 and landed value of imports per Kg. of the Lead Acid 
Batteries till the completion of the review. 

5. Further, in exercise of the powers conferred under sub-rule (2) of the Rule 
22 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 
Dumping duty on dumped articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995, 
the Central Government after considering the aforesaid findings of the 
Designated Authority, and its notification no. 1/2002-Customs dated 2 nd January 
2002 decided that pending the outcome of the said reviews by the Designated 
Authority, no anti dumping duty shall be levied on exports of Lead Acid Batteries 
by M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd. China PR when imported into 
India & further provided that Lead Acid Batteries exported by M/s. Yuasa Battery 
Guangdong Company Ltd. China PR when imported into India shall be subjected 
to provisional assessment and a guarantee for the amount of duty calculated at 
the rate of as the difference between the amount mentioned in Col. No. 5 and 
landed value of imports per Kg. of the Lead Acid Batteries vide notification 
no. 110/2002-Customs. 

6. In case of recommendation of anti-dumping duty after completion of the 
said reviews by the Designated Authority, the importer should be liable to pay the 
amount of duty imposed on all imports into India of Lead Acid Batteries from M/s. 
Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd., China PR from the date of initiation of 
said review. 

7. The Authority received a request to initiate a ‘new Shipper’ review of 
notification no 67/1/2000 dated 7 th December, 2001, pursuant to the Rule22 of 
Anti-dumping Rules, from the Chinese producer M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong 
Company Ltd., China PR (hereinafter referred to as ‘the company concerned’). 
This company claimed that it is not related to any of the exporting producers in 
China PR subject to the anti dumping measures in force with regard to the 
product concerned. Furthermore, it claimed that it has not exported the product 
concerned during the original period of investigation. The Authority prima-facie 
examined the evidence submitted by the Chinese producer concerned and 
considered sufficient to justify the initiation of a review in accordance with the 
provisions of the Rule22 of Anti-dumping Rules. 
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8. The product covered by the current review is the same as in the original 
investigation, i.e. ‘lead acid batteries’. 

9. The authority sent an exporters questionnaire and also an additional 
questionnaire concerning their claim for Market Economy Treatment. The 
exporter filed the questionnaire within the extended time period. The authority 
sought and verified all information it deemed necessary for the purpose of 
determination of dumping and carried out a verification visit at the premises of 
the exporting producer concerned, 

10. As no request for a review of the findings on injury was made in this 
investigation, the review is limited to determination of dumping only. 

11. The investigation of dumping covered the period from 1 st September 2002 
to 28 th February 2003. 

12. The authority officially intimated the authorities of the exporting country of 
the initiation of the New Shipper Review and gave opportunity to all the 
interested parties directly concerned to make their views known in writing within 
40 days from the expiry of the POI (i.e., 1 st September 2002 to 28 th February 
2003). Subsequently the Authority also provided opportunity to all interested 
parties to present their views orally, in a public hearing held 27 th August 2003. 
All the interested parties presenting their views were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed, which were filed by them. 

13. The Authority made available the public file as per Rule 6(7) to all 
interested parties containing non-confidential version of all evidence submitted 
by various interested parties for inspection, upon request. 

14. The Authority conducted on spot verification of the data furnished by M/s. 
Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd., China PR. 

15 In accordance with Rule 16 of the anti dumping Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed on 9/12/2003 and on 
3/3/2004 to known interested parties and comments received on the same have 
also been considered in these findings; 

16. **** in the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules. 

B Product Under Consideration :- 

17. The Authority has decided to continue with the description of product 
under consideration as Lead Acid Battery as determined in the original case. 
There is no argument on the product under consideration and like article by any 
of the interested parties. The Authority notes that the lead acid batteries 
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produced by the petitioners are ‘like articles’ to lead acid batteries being imported 
from the subject country within the meaning of the Rules. 

18. In view of the foregoing the Authority holds that product under 
consideration in the present investigations is “industrial lead acid batteries”, 
classifiable under Customs Tariff 8507 within Chapter 85 of the Custom Tariff 
Act The batteries are described as electric accumulators under the Customs 
Tariff Act and are classified under customs sub heading Nos. 8507.10 and 
8507.20 of the Customs Tariff Act. The Custom classification is indicative only 
and not binding on the scope of investigation". 

Views of Domestic Industries 

19. The views of the domestic industry after the initiation of the New Shipper 
Review till the comments on disclosure statement have been summarized and 
reproduced in para 20 to 36. 

20. The Companies seeking new shipper review and the companies who have 
exported the product under consideration are separate legal entities from 
different countries, both of them (countries) having their own normal value. The 
producer has claimed that it has not exported any material in the period originally 
investigated. However, the producer has not exported any material even in the 
present POI. The exporter being a separate legal entity in different country which 
has its own normal value and which is attracting anti dumping duty. Exports 
effected by the New Shipper can not be claimed as exports of the producer. 

21. Normal value for exporter (trader) from Japan and for the producer from 
China PR is different, as the two are in different countries and both countries 
having their own normal value. In fact, the exporter from Japan is already 
attracting residual duty by virtue of the anti dumping investigation against China 
PR, Korea RP, Japan and Bangladesh. 

22. The trader having exported the product under consideration, has neither 
joined in the present petition, nor has certified 4hat it has not exported the 
material in the past POI, nor has it certified that it is not related to any 
producer/exporter who exported in the earlier POI. In fact, the trader had 
exported the material in the past POI and is related to a producer who had 
exported the material in the past POI. 

23. Rule 22 has used the words producer and exporter at the same time. It 
can not be argued, therefore, that the word producer and exporter imply the 
same meaning. Clearly, the Rules have distinguished between the two words. 
This is further established by the anti dumping investigations relating to CFL, 
wherein the Designated Authority has recommended anti dumping duty on 
exports from Hong Kong in spite of clear admission of the petitioner itself that 
Hong Kong did not produce the subject goods. At the same time, Designated 
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Authority has recommended separate anti dumping duty and dumping margin in 
respect of traders. Such being the case, it can not be claimed by the domestic 
industry that the trader and producer should be seen together. 

24. Assuming that the word producer and exporter are required to be seen 
together and exports made by the exporter must been seen as exports made by 
the producer, it follows that producer can not claim status of new shipper, as in 
such an event, the producer can not satisfy that it was not related to any 
producer/exporter who exported the material in the previous POI. 

25. While the petition was filed by producer, the questionnaire response has 
been filed by a trader from a different country and the petitioning producer. Thus, 
without any application, the trader has introduced itself at the stage of 
questionnaire response, that too, without any letter, authorization, and 
certification. In fact, it can be said that there is no legal authority for the 
Designated Authority to consider the information provided by the trader. 

26. Such being the case, the whole investigations being conducted with 
regard to the two petitioning exporter are required to be terminated on the 
grounds, 

a) the petitioning producer do not satisfy the requirements under Rule 22; 

b) petitioning producers can not claim to have their own export price in 
respect of exports made in the current POI; 

c) normal value can not be determined with reference to the country of origin 
when the country of exports has its own normal value; 

d) Company who has exported the material has not filed any petition nor has 
given necessary statutory declarations as required under the Rules. 

27. The exporter has taken a significant time to file its questionnaire response. 

28. The period considered for the present investigation is prospective whereas 
in the various cases initiated earlier, the POI was fixed as a past POI for fresh 
investigations under Rule 5 and for Review under Rule 23. The propriety of a 
prospective POI is not understood by the Indian producers particularly when a 
future investigation period is fixed with a view to determine dumping margin in 
respect of such future exports. In case of prospective POI, there are greater 
possibilities with regard to the fact that the exporter can export the material at 
doctored prices to get lower dumping margin and the quantity exported may not 
be representative. Thus, the authority must ensure that there must be certain 
volumes which the exporter must have exported before dumping margin can be 
assessed in relation to such exports and it need to be ensured in some justiable 
and equitable manner that the export price is representative. Before accepting 
the export price, the factors such as (a) association/existence of some 
compensatory arrangements; (b) resale price of the product; (c) the price at 
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which the importer purchased like article from other sources; (d) any affiliation 
between the seller and buyer-legal or contractual, need be examined. 

29. The exporter must satisfy on the basis of information and evidence that 
they satisfy the market economy treatment (MET) and the domestic industry had 
not received even a single document/information/evidence to justify and support 
their claim on this account. It was a great discovery to Indian producers at the 
time of public hearing that the exporter had filed some confidential documents in 
this regard. Noli-confidential version filed by the exporter is grossly inadequate 
and insufficient. 

30. It is the condition in a new shipper review that the exporter must not be 
related to an exporter/producer who has been found to have dumped the goods. 

31. Once again the domestic industry in its comment on disclosure stated to 
terminate the investigation on the grounds of failure of the petitioner to disclose 
the information appropriately in the non-confidential manner. They have also 
stated that the normal value is required to be assessed on lines of the Non 
Market Economy principle and further supplemented that even they have been 
entitled for Market Economy treatment, normal value should have been 
assessed on the basis of other responding petitioner under investigation. 

* 

32. The normal value is required to be determined in country of origin and the 
goods are being merely transshipped from the country of export, then the 
exporter and producer must be seen together for the purpose of New Shipper 
Review requirements. In case the petitioner claims that exporter and producer 
are in different countries and are separate legal entities, then the normal value is 
required to be determined in the country of export. 

33. The trader having, exported the product under consideration, has neither 
joined in the present petitioh, nor has certified that it has not exported the 
material in the past POl, nor has it certified that it is not related to any 
producer/exporter who exported in the earlier POl. In fact, the trader had 
exported the material in the past POl and is related to the producer who had 
exported the material in the past POl. 

34. Petitioner has resorted to excessive confidentiality of the information. 
Such is the extent of confidentiality resorted by the petitioner that the entire 
submissions with regard to market economy treatment are based on confidential 
submissions. Such being the case, the present investigations are proceeding 
without providing adequate opportunity to the Indian producers and with 
complete disregard to the principles of natural justice. 

35. With regard to scope of the product under consideration, the disclosure 
statement states as under:- 
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“In view of the foregoing the Authority holds that product under consideration in 
the present investigation is “industrial lead acid batteries”, classifiable under 
Customs Tariff 8507 within Chapter 85 of the Custom Tariff Act. the batteries 
are described as electric accumulators under the Customs Tariff Act and are 
classified under Customs sub heading Nos. 8597.10 and 8507.20 of the Customs 
Tariff Act. The Custom classification is indicative only and not binding on the 
scope of investigation’'. 

36 . it appears that the above reference is only with regard to types which have 
been exported from India and for which dumping margin has been worked out. 
As regards scope of the duty, as held by the Designated Authority in the first two 
investigations, the scope of duty remains “ail types of lead acid batteries”. 

Views of Exporter 

37 . The views of the domestic industry after the initiation of the New Shipper 
Review till the comments on disclosure statement have been summarized and 
reproduced in para 38 to 48. 

38 . M/s. Yuasa Battery GuangdorlQ Company Ltd., China PR was asked to 
file their replies to the questionnaire on the subject. In their replies, it is stated 
that the company has not made any exports to India prior to the period of 
investigation. 

39 . The Indian producers db not have any locus standing to raise any 
objection as all the Submissions were made by the exporter after seeking proper 
extension of time from the Authority. This is, notwithstanding the fact that no 
prejudice can be caused to the Indian producers as the delay in fixing the 
individual dumping margin can only affect the interests of the exporter The 
representative of the Indian producers has not considered the fact that 
extensions were taken in view of the BARS problem which prohibited people to 
travel in that part of China PR. 

40 . The representative of the Indian producers has indicated that they have 
gone through the earlier cases initiated by the Designated Authority and observe 
that the POI was earlier being fixed for the past period. The Indian producers 
have not indicated even one such case where the POI is for the past period only. 
In view of this, the argument is totally unsubstantiated and cannot be commented 
upon appropriately. The so-called representative of the Indian producers has 
also not drawn the attention of the Authority to any provision of law or even the 
WTO provision which contemplates or mandates only a past period in case of a 
New Shipper Review, The reference to Rule 5 and Rule 23 is irrelevant, as 
these Rules apply to a fresh investigation or a mid-term review. It may be 
appreciated that the New Shipper Review is carried out with a limited purpose of 
determining individual dumping margin for the exporter who fulfills the conditions 
prescribed under Article 9 (5) of the WTO Agreement or under Rule 22 of the Anti 
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dumping Rules. In fact, this practice is followed by a large number of countries 
including the ljS, EC, Argentina, Venezuela and Brazil. Apprehensions and 
conjectures made by the Indian producers are of no consequence in a 
proceeding that is wholly in accordance with law. The suggestion by the Indian 
producers are wholly extraneous to the anti dumping Rules. The Hon’ble 
Designated Authority is bound by the provisions of the Customs Tariff Act being a 
creature of the same statute and has to examine the case within the provisions of 
Rule 22 of the Anti dumping Rules, 

41. The new shipper has claimed market economy status and has submitted 
extensive evidence to support its case. The laws are available in public domain 
whereas information relating to purchase of raw material, costs, sales prices etc. 
are by their very nature confidential. The exporters also mentioned that they 
would also like to place on record that the domestic industry in the original 
investigation refrained from providing crucial information to other interested 
parties without even claiming confidentiality on the same despite repeated 
requests and reminders by the cooperating exporters. The domestic industry 
failed to provide even the details of the domestic production to support their claim 
of having the standing to file the petition. The Indian producers cannot claim 
different standards to be followed in the very same case. 

42. With regard to the claim that the dumping margin for Yuasa is very 
substantial, it has been contended that the representative of the Indian producers 
has given some imaginary figures about the export price of Yuasa to India and 
has vaguely alleged substantial dumping by them. The claim that they are selling 
below their associated direct costs is also baseless which can be verified by the 
Designated Authority. 

43. On the issue of the need to issue preliminary findings, it has been 
submitted that it is a settled principle of anti dumping law that the scope of the 
investigations is restricted to determination of the individual dumping margins for 
the applicant exporters. The demand for preliminary findings is not only against 
the scheme of anti dumping Rules but only an attempt by the Indian producers to 
delay the legitimate claim of the exporters. 

44. The attention of the Hon’ble Designated Authority has also been drawn on 
the ruling of the Hon’bie Mumbai High Court in the case of H & R Johnson Vs. 
Ministry of Finance and Others. This decision of the Hon’ble High Court is 
directly applicable to the facts of the case and the judgment of this case will 
applicable to this New Shipper Review for determination of individual dumping 
margin. 

45. On the issue of relationship of the New Shipper with the exporter who has 
been attracting anti dumping duty in the earlier investigations, it is submitted by 
the exporter that the New Shipper is required to demonstrate whether he is 
related to any exporter/producer in the exporting country in question. In this 



2S _ ^ _THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTR AORDINARY__ J p AK rl— Sh\ jj 

regard representative of the exporter has cited some of the decisions of the 
European Commission. 

46 In the council regulation (EC) No. 496/2002 of 18 th March 2002, it is inter- 
alia stated “ further more, according to documentary evidence submitted the 
company was able to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links 
direct or indirect, with any of the Indian exporting producer subject to the anti 
dumping measures in force with regard to the product concern. The original 
Council Regulation No. 2604/2000 of 27 th November 2000 was against various 
countries including India but the issue of relationship has been examined only in 
the context of exporting country in question in. 

47. In the Council Regulation No. 2570/2000, of 20 th November 2000, it was 
stated “ further more, according to documentary evidence submitted the company 
was able to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links direct or 
indirect, with any of the Chinese exporting producer subject to the anti dumping 
measures in force with regard to the product .” In the original Council Regulation 
No. 393/98 of 16 th February 1998 states that original investigation was against 
various countries including China but the issue of relationship has been 
examined only in context of exporting country in question. 

48. The exporter has cited some more findings of European Commission 
wherein it is stated that the New Shipper investigation was initiated provided the 
company was able to satisfactorily demonstrate that it did not have any links, 
direct or indirect with any of the exporters/producers in the country of new 
Shipper subject to anti dumping measures in force with regard to the product 
concern. It is further stated that the EC examined the relationship of New 
Shipper only with the exporter or producers from the country in question but not 
with the producers or exporters from subject countries to the original or any other 
anti dumping investigations. 

C. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

49. In the instant case, the Authority had extended the time for the submission 
of the Exporters Questionnaire response on sufficient cause being shown by the 
exporter. The authority notes that the exporter had filed all the responses within 
the extended time. The contention of the Domestic Industry regarding the undue 
delay by the exporter in submitting the response does not have any merit. 

50. The Designated Authority initiated new shipper review keeping in view the 
provisions of the anti dumping rules, which are reproduced below: 

“Rule 22: (1) If a product is subject to anti-dumping duties, the designated 
authority shall carry out a periodical review for the purpose of determining 
individual margins of dumping for any exporters or producers in the exporting 
country in question who have not exported the product to India during the period 
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of investigation, provided that these exporters or producers show that they are 
not related to any of the exporters or producers in the exporting country who are 
subject to the anti dumping duties on the product. 

(2) The Central Government shall not levy anti dumping duties under sub-section 
(1) of section 9A of the Act, on imports from such exporters or producers during 
the period of review as referred to in sub-rule (1) of this rule: 

Provided that the Central Government may resort to provisional assessment and 
may ask a guarantee form the importer if the designated authority so 
recommends and if such a review results in a determination of dumping in 
respect of such products or exporters, it may levy duty in such cases 
retrospectively from the date of initiation of the review 

51. Rule 22 clearly specifies the circumstances under which a new shipper 
investigation can be carried out for the purpose of calculating individual dumping 
margin. Individual dumping margin in respect of an exporter from the exporting 
country in question can be determined provided the two conditions are satisfied. 
These are: (a) that the exporter has not exported during the period of 
investigation and, (b) that exporter or producer shows that they are not related to 
any of the exporter or producer in the exporting country who are subject to the 
anti dumping duties on the product. The Designated Authority in the present 
investigation finds that the exporter has not exported product under consideration 
during the period of investigation. Individual dumping margin in respect of an 
exporter from the exporting country in question can be determined provided the 
above conditions are satisfied. The Designated Authority in the present case 
prima-facie on the basis of declarations of the exporter initiated the New Shipper 
Review 

52. As regards the validity of considering a prospective period of investigation, 
it would be pertinent to refer to the first proviso to Rule 22(2). This proviso 
confers the power on the Central Government to provisionally assess the imports 
in the context of a new exporter if the Designated Authority so recommends. 
Further, it is important to note that there is nothing in Rule 22 or any other part of 
the anti dumping rules to suggest that the period of investigation as envisaged 
under Rule 22 cannot be for a prospective period. It has also been brought to 
the notice of the Authority that the laws and practice of other members also 
support the view that there is no bar on a prospective period of investigation in 
case of New Shippers. Considering the above, the Authority notes that there is 
no infirmity in its taking the period of investigation prospective to the initiation 
notification. The Authority also notes that the contention of the domestic industry 
regarding the reference to Rule 5 and Rule 23 are irrelevant as those Rules 
apply to a fresh investigation or other reviews. 

53. The domestic industry has also expressed its apprehension that by taking 
a prospective period of investigation the exporter would be in a position to 
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manipulate their prices resulting in lower dumping margins. The Authority finds it 
difficult to accept this proposition, which is based on presumptions and 
apprehensions. The Authority has gone into the details of the costing, prices, 
sales pattern, invoices etc of the exporter to arrive at the present findings which 
were verified during the on spot verification. 

54. The Authority further examined the provisions of New Shipper Review 
contained in Article 9.5 of Anti Dumping Agreement and Rule 22 of the Anti 
Dumping Rules and notes that the relationship test has to be carried out under 
Article 9.5 of Agreement between exporters and the producers in the exporting 
country and not between exporters and producers in different exporting countries 
whose product is subjected to anti dumping duty. The Authority, therefore, is of 
the view that it may not be appropriate to exclude Yuasa, China from New 
Shipper Review on the ground that it is related to Yuasa, Japan as new shippers 
relationship is to be examined in the same country, i.e., China PR. 

55. As regards, the judgment of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court in the matter 
of M/s. H & R Jonhson Vs. Ministry of Finance and Others, the Hon’ble Court has 
given guidelines on different parameters under Rule 22 regarding the declaration 
of the exporter, if the producers and exporters are not from the same country. In 
the instant case the issue has been raised regarding the relationship of the New 
Shipper with the exporter in a different country who is attracting anti dumping 
duty. The Authority notes that the judgment of Hon’ble High Court is not relevant 
in this present case. The Authority is of the view that the relationship test has to 
be carried out under Article 9.5 of Agreement between exporters and the 
producers in the exporting country and not between exporters and producers in 
different exporting countries whose product is subjected to anti dumping duty. 

56. (i) The Authority has examined the determination of normal value after a 
through examination and analysis of exporters information/data provided during 
the course of investigation and further verified and reconciled during the on-spot 
verification. 

(ii) It has also been argued that the vital information kept confidential by the 
interested parties depriving the opposing interested parties of the right to 
challenge the information and make the meaningful submissions to the Authority. 
However, regarding the information being made available to the opposite 
interested party has been dealt as provision regarding the confidentiality. The 
Rule 7 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides for submission of information by the 
interested parties on confidential basis subject to the condition laid down therein. 
The non-confidential summary of the information submitted on the confidential 
basis is placed in the public file, which is available for the inspection, by all the 
interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7) of the Anti Dumping Rules. In this case 
non-confidential summary of the confidential submissions made was placed in 
the public file accessible to the interested parties. 
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D ASSESSMENT OF NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE AND 

Methodology for calculation of dumping margin 

Views of Domestic Industry 

57. The present investigation is required to be conducted in accordance with 
the amended Rules on NME. The exporter must satisfy on the basis of 
information/evidence that they satisfy the Market Economy Treatment. The non- 
confidentia! version of the exporter is grossly inadequate and insufficient to allow 
any understanding of the substance of information filed by the exporter. They 
have further submitted that several decisions of the EC wherein the claim of 
Market Economy Treatment has been rejected on the ground even if few of the 
conditions laid down under the rules are not satisfied. 

Views of Exporter 

58. The exporter in this case has claimed Market Economy status and has 
submitted extensive evidence in that support. The Laws are available in the 
public domain whereas information relating to purchase of raw materials, costs, 
sales prices etc. by their very nature are confidential. They have produced the 
details on each and every parameter with supporting document for their claim to 
treat them as Market Economy and determine the normal value as per the Para 1 
to 6 of Annexure I of Anti Dumping Rules. 

Examination by the Authority 

59. In the instance case, China is proposed to be investigated a non-market 
economy. The domestic industry in the original investigation has claimed that 
European Commission and United States have treated China as non-market 
economy in the past three years. Therefore, determination of normal value in 
respect of China is to be carried out in accordance with the Rules relating to 
non-market economies as contained in Para 7 & 8 of Annexure-1 of Rules as 
amended vide Notification dated 4.1.2002. 

60. As communicated to the exporter and to the Embassy of China, the 
Authority proposed to examine the determination of normal value in the light of 
Para 7 & 8 of Annexure 1 of anti dumping Rules as amended. The Authority 
notes that para 7 of Annexure 1 of anti dumping rules, inter-alia provides that: 

“In case of impbrts from non-market economy countries, normal value shall be 
determined on the basis of the price or constructed value in the market economy 
third country, or the price from such a third country to other countries, including 
India or where it is not possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the 
price actually paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted if 
necessary, to include a reasonable profit margin .” 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part!—Sec. 1] 


Further Para 8 of Annexure 1 of the Rules Supra (as amended) provides that: 

“8 (1) The term “non-market economy country” means any country which the 
designated authority determines as not operating on market principles of cost or 
pricing structures, so that sales of merchandise in such country do not reflect the 
fair value of the merchandise, in accordance with the criteria specified in sub- 
paragraph^) 

(2) There shall be a presumption that any country that has been determined to 
be, or has been treated as, a non-market economy country for purposes of an 
anti dumping investigation by the Designated Authority or by the competent 
authority of any WTO member country during the three year period preceding the 
investigation is a non-market economic country, 

Provided, however, that the non-market economy country or the 
concerned firms from such country may rebut such a presumption by providing 
information and evidence to the designated authority that establishes that such 
country is not a non-market economy country on the basis of the criteria specified 
in sub-paragraph (3). 

61 . The Authority notes that the exporter has furnished necessary information/ 
evidence as mentioned in sub Para 3 of the Paragraph 8 of Annexure 1 of anti 
dumping Rules to enable the Designated Authority to consider the following 
criteria as to whether 

a) the decision of concerned firms in such country regarding prices, costs 
and inputs, including raw materials cost of technology and labour, output 
sales and investment, are made in response to market signals reflecting 
supply and demand and without significant State interference in this 
regard, and whether costs of major inputs substantially reflect market 
values: 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to 
significant distortions carried over from the former non-market economy 
system, in particular in relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, 
barter trade and payment via compensation of debts: 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee 
legal certainty and stability for the operation of the firms, and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate; 

Provided, however, that where it is shown by sufficient evidence in writing 
on the basis of the criteria specified in this paragraph that market conditions 
prevail for one or more such firms subject to anti-dumping investigations, the 
Designated Authority may apply the principles set out in paragraphs 1 to 6 
instead of ihe principles set out in this paragraph. 
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62. In proceedings involving Non-Market Economy countries the Authority 
begins with a presumption that all companies within the country are subject to 
Government control and thus should be assigned a single anti dumping rate 
unless an exporter can affirmatively demonstrate in absence of government 
control both in Law and in fact with respects to its sales - both domestic and 
export. In this review the new shipper M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company 
Ltd., China PR has requested for a company specific determination. 

63. Whether a company is sufficiently independent in its export activities from 
government control to be entitled for a separate, company specific rate, the 
Authority examined the exporting entity in a NME country under test established 
as per anti dumping rules. The Authority focuses the examination on control over 
investment, pricing and decision making process at the individual company 
specific level. Accordingly the Authority analyzed to determine whether this 
producer/exporter is independent from government control or not. 

64. The Authority considers the following criteria in determining whether an 
individual company may be granted a separate rate due to prevalence of market 
economy, 

i) an absence of restrictive stipulations associated with an individual 
exporters business and export licenses 

ii) any legislative enactments decentralizing control of companies, and 

iii) any other formal measures by the Government decentralizing control of 
companies, 

65. M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd., China PR has placed 
number of documents to demonstrate absence of State interference and control 
i.e., company law, labour law, joint venture law and accounting rules or law. The 
Authority examined, 

i) Whether a respondent is subject to government control in their sales and 
procurement activities, 

ii) whether the export price is set by or subject to the approval of a 
governmental authority, 

iii) whether the respondent has authority to negotiate and signed contracts 
and other agreements, 

iv) whether the respondent has autonomy from the government in making 
decisions regarding the selection of its management and 

v) finally whether the respondent retains the proceeds of its export sales and 
makes independent decisions regarding disposition of profits or financing of 
losses 
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vi) The company was able to show to satisfaction of the Authority that 
management and control of the factory regarding production, marketing and 
pricing were in the hands of the management of the company, which were 
significantly independent from the state intervention. 

66. According to the New Shipper, it is a limited company under the Law of 
People’s Republic of China on foreign capital enterprises and there has been no 
change in its legal form since its inception. They have further claimed that there 
is no government participation in finalizing by export/domestic price. The 
management is free to finalize the sales contracts. There is no binding on the 
Authority/management to notify any government authorities regarding the 
selection in their management. The company is free to decide regarding its use 
of revenue without taking permission or intimating the government. The Authority 
further notes that the analysis, of the details furnished by the exporter, does not 
reveal any existence of government control. 

67. During the course of verification the data furnished were verified and 
reconciled with their accounts and as regards the existence of state interference. 
The Authority observed that Govt, of China is not influencing in taking decision 
relating to inputs, selling price/costs etc. as envisaged in paragraph 8(3)(a) of 
Annexure I of anti dumping rules. 

68. The Authority on the basis of examination of the pricing and cost of raw 
material, is of the view that no production cost and financial situation of the 
company was found to reflect any distortion as verified from their books of 
accounts, articles of association etc. 

69. The bankruptcy and property laws were also discussed with the 
management and found that the companies in China are free to acquire property, 
however in the government specified area the law of the territory is regulated on 
the industries. The bankruptcy law is applicable to a firm when a firm become 
bankrupt and the details regarding the settlement of the dues is governed by law 
maintained under bankruptcy law. 

70 . The exchange rate conversions were also verified from their books of 
accounts and the export transactions. The Authority notes that all conversions 
have taken place on the existing rate, which is more or less stable. 

71. The authority also notes that the company is free to purchase, raw and 
semi process materials, fuels and other materials either in China or source it from 
other parts of the World. Presently the company is buying major raw materials in 
China itself It is further seen that they have procured the lead at different rates 
from different sources and it has been bought from different suppliers at the 
internationally prevailing prices. 
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72. All the employment decisions are taken by the company and employees 
are hired through newspaper advertisement, private agencies etc There is a fun 
freedom to the company with regard to its mode of hiring employees and he 
average salary paid to the different classes of workers is given along with the 
performance incentive. The Chinese Government does 

like housing, medical care etc. but the company provides accommodation to all 
and the cost of the same reflected in the books of accounts as an expense. 

73 There is no state involvement in price/quantities to be sold in the 
domestic/export market and all such decisions are taken 

basis There is no price list either for domestic or export sales as it varies from 
customer to customer and reflected on the basis of demand and supply 
conditions of the market. 

74 The books and records of the company are maintained in mandarin and 
figures are denoted in Renmin (RMB). The accounting niles and the pnnciple 
applicable to the foreign joint venture are as per the law. The accountmg 
standards and rules are prescribed by Ministry of Finance of People s Republic ot 

China. 

75 All assets of company have been obtained from the open market on purely 
commercial basis. No assets were provided by the stalle or any- thi jd' c °™P a * 
free or on other than commercial principles. All assets other thanthe land 
owned by the company whereas land has been obtained on a long term lease of 
15 years. The company has fully been financed by the shareholders. There 
no subsidy scheme either for loans or electricity supply of which the benefit is 
available to the company. 

76 There is no restriction on the company with regard to foreign exchange 
transactions. There is one single exchange rate for purchase of inputs 
conversion of the proceeds of export sales and repatriation ° P r ^ J he P f 
is distributed among the shareholders in accordance with the account ng 
regulations and there is no restriction on the distribution/repatriation of the profit 
for the capital invested. 

77 The Authority in view of the information provided by the exporter on the 
issue of market economy with evidence in the light of Custom Notification No. 
28/2001 dated 31 st May 2001 and No. 1/2002 dated 4 th January 2002 on the ant. 
dumping in respect of issue of Market Economy under anti dumping Rules Supra 
and the fact that the cost of production of the subject goods as per market for 
has been made available by the exporter hence the Authority considers to trea 
this individual exporter operating in the market economy. Ciuring the course of 
meeting with the officials of MOFCOM (Ministry of Commerce of People s 
Republic of China, it was conveyed that there is no control of state> iri the matter 
of its operation and management which was actually venfied with the records 
available with the exporter. The company was able to show to satisfaction of the 
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Authority that management and control of the factory regarding production, 
marketing and pricing were in the hands of the management, which were 
significantly independent from the state intervention. In the light of above 
examination it was considered to grant Market Economy treatment to the new 
shipper and determine normal value in line with para 1 to 6 of Annexure 1 to the 
Anti Dumping Rule. 

78. Under Section 9A(1)(c), normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article 
when meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in 
the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because 
of the particular market situation or low volume of the sales in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, such sales do not 
permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall be either - 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, 
as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); 

NORMAL VALUE: 

79. The Authority sent exporter questionnaire to M/s. Yuasa Battery 
Guangdong Company Ltd, for the purpose of determination of normal value in 
accordance with Section 9A(1) (c) of the Custom Tariff Act. In response to the 
questionnaire the new shipper submitted the information in exporter 
questionnaire. The company sells all the comparable models of the subject 
goods in the domestic market which has been exported to India also. They have 
exported three models of lead acid industrial batteries and the detailed 
information regarding the domestic sales in their home market have been 
provided. The normal value as per Section 9A (1) (c) is comparable price in the 
ordinary course of trade for the like article which is meant for consumption in the 
exporting country. They have also provided the cost of production of all three 
models which have been exported to India during the period of investigation. 
The transaction wise domestic sales were verified from their records during the 
course of on-spot verification. The element wise cost of production was verified 
and reconciled from the books of account with the records available with the 
company. An analysis of the profit and loss account of the company shows that 
the company has made and overall profit on the sale of subject goods during the 
period of investigation and calendar year and it was found that ex-factory 
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domestic sales is above the cost of production and forms the basis of 
determination of normal value. The domestic sales price is the basis for 
determination of normal value as it is found in the ordinary course of trade. 

80. The company has exported three models of Industrial batteries to India 
during the period of investigation. The battery wise ex-factory normal value is 
referenced as ****, ****, and ****US$ per battery of the Industrial Lead Acid 
Batteries. 

EXPORT PRICE: 

81. In response to the questionnaire, the exporter has furnished invoice-wise/ 
model-wise details of exports made to India during the period of investigation in 
Appendix-2. The exporter has also furnished sample copies of invoices in 
support of the same. The exporter has exported maintenance free industrial 
lead acid batteries to India during the period of investigation. Adjustment as 
claimed by the exporter in Appendix-4 with regard to inland freight, storage, 
handling, insurance, shipping charges etc., have been considered after duly 
verified and allowed to arrive at the ex-factory export price to India. The exports 
to India by M/s Yuasa, China PR are carried out through M/s. Yuasa Corporation, 
Japan who finally exported the goods to India. 

82. All adjustments have been calculated backwardly to arrive at the ex¬ 
factory export price. In this regard the invoices pertaining to M/s. Yuasa Battery 
China to M/s. Yuasa Corporation, Japan and finally M/s. Yuasa Corporation, 
Japan to Indian customers were verified and reconciled along with the 
adjustments claimed by them. During the course of investigation it is found that 
the goods were shipped from the Chinese port only whereas the invoices were 
raised from M/s. Yuasa, China to M/s. Yuasa Corporation , Japan and M/s. Yuasa 
Corporation, Japan to Indian customers. The details regarding their adjustments 
were verified and reconciled from the records available with the company. 

83. The battery wise export price comes to US $****, ****, **** per battery of 
industrial lead acid battery exported to India by the company during the period of 
investigation. 

DUMPING MARGIN: 

84. As there is a vide variety of models and types of batteries, these need to 
be brought into a common denominator for the purpose of calculation and 
comparison. As mentioned above, there is a direct co-relation between power, 
lead content and weight of the battery, which also gets reflected in terms of value 
or price. Further, the direct co-relation between the lead content and weight of 
the battery and its associated costs and prices is also quite significant. The 
Authority, therefore, considers denoting the normal value as well as the export 
price in terms of weight of the batteries for the purpose of their comparison and 
arriving at a dumping margin. The weight has been considered based on the 
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technical details furnished by the exporter and verified during the course of 
investigation. Considering the normal value and export price as detailed above, 
dumping margin for industrial lead acid battery has been determined as de- 
minimis. 


E. Final Findings of the Review 

85. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes that 

i) Lead Acid Batteries exported to India produced by M/s. Yuasa Battery 
Guangdong Company Ltd, China PR and exported from M/s. Yuasa Corporation, 
Japan is above its normal value during the period of investigation and dumping 
margin is de-minimis, 

ii) The Authority, therefore, does not recommend anti dumping measures on 
imports of lead acid batteries falling under Custom Code 8507 originating in or 
exported by M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Company Ltd, China PR and M/s. 
Yuasa Corporation, Japan if produced by M/s. Yuasa Battery Guangdong Co., 
Ltd., China PR as the dumping margin is de-minimis. 

iii) Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by the customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. 

iv) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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